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Current Topics. 


Lawyers and their Clerks with the Forces. 

A FURTHER list of barristers serving in His Majesty’s Forces 
has been issued. It includes the names of Mr. NORMAN CRAIG, 
K.C., and of Lord Gore.t, and brings the total number up to 
782. We print elsewhere a letter from Messrs. E. G. & J. W. 
CHESTER calling attention to the omission of the lists now being 
compiled to take notice of solicitors’ clerks who are serving with 
the Forces. We have no information why the Law Society’s list 
was not made more comprehensive. Possibly there were practical 
difficulties in the way. The list compiled by the Liverpool Law 
Society which we noticed on 12th December (anée, p. 123) consists 
of two parts--first members of the Society, and then clerks 
employed by or articled to, members. It would be a fitting 
recognition of the part taken by law clerks in the present crisis 
if Messrs. CHesTer’s suggestion could be acted upon. We 
believe that Mr. CossepGr, who was a highly respected member 
of the Croydon Corporation, and who was killed at the front 
recently, was a law clerk, but we have sgen no definite informa- 
tion as to this. Perhaps some of our readers can furnishit. It 
will be seen from a notice we print elsewhere that the Red 
Cross Fund of the Law Clerks of England and Wales has been 
instrumental in providing a motor ambulance which is now ready 
to be sent to the seat of war. In this, asin ordinary matters of 
legal work, the law clerks are a valued and valuable branch of 
the profession 
The Death of Lord Justice Kennedy. 

FEW SAYINGS are so often quoted as the old Greek proverb 
“ Whom the gods love die young ” ; and few proverbs are so little 
understood as this one, at least in its full meaning and import. 
For the real meaning bebind it is not the obvious one; its true 
significance is that the favourites of fortune never grow old. So 
it was with Lord Justice KENNEDY, whose death has come with 
such painful suddenness. As be sat in the Court of Appeal all 
men forgot that he had seen almost a quarter of a century of 
judicial years. There was about his manner and appearance, his 
occasional enthusiasm, and his continuous serenity, a certain sugges- 
tion of debonair youthfulness that made him seem always a new- 
1 And bebind the juvenility of manner there 
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lay a real youthfulness of heart. Success in a very worldly 
profession had never hardened his heart, had never induced in 
him that unlovely nature of astuteness and cynicism which is a 
too common failing of even the most admirable lawyers. 


The late Lord Justice’s Career. 

With Sir WittiAM RANN KENNEDY a distinguished career 
at school was followed by a like career at the University. He 
was Senior Classic at Cambridge—the fourth of his family to 
attain this honour—in 1868, and after being called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s Inn in 1871, he obtained a fair degree of success in 
commercial and shipping business, though as a “ local” at Liver 
pool and not in London. His practice, however, was not such 
as by itself to have carried him to the bench; but he was 
fortunate enough to attract the attention of Lord GoscHEN, and 
he rendered service to the Liberal party by contesting successive 
Parliamentary elections. In 1892, partly no doubt owing to 
GoscHEN’s influence, he obtained a seat on the bench. Here again 
fortune and his reputation as a scholar assisted him ; for to the 
latter rather than to any great mark he made as a judge was due his 
elevation to the Court of Appeal. Both in the first instance court 
and as a Lord Justice, we hardly need say, he earned the respect of 
all by his learning, his conscientiouness, his quiet dignity on the 
bench, and his never-failing courtesy to all who practised before 
him. Ofthe judgments which he delivered, two have commended 
themselves to legal practitioners as of great importance and fine 
quality. The first of these was delivered in 1906, when he was 
still Mr. Justice KENNEDY, and has been known among 
licensing practitioners ever since as “ The Kennedy Judgment.” 
We refer to his decision in Le Ashby’s Cobham Brewery Co 
(1906, 2 K. B. 754), the classical case upon the principles 
which govern the assessment of compensation when the licence of 
premises is taken away under the Act of 1904, on the ground 
of “redundancy,” and not because of the holder's default. The 
second war his dissenting judgment in the Court of Appeal in £. 
Clemens Horst & Co. v. Biddell (1911, 1 K. B. 934)—a ease relating 
to the constructive delivery of goods under a c.i.f. contract. This 
was adopted by the House of Lords (1912, A. C. 18), where 
Lord Lorenurn spoke of it as i!luminating the whole field of 
controversy. And not the least of Lord Justice KENNEDY’s 
merits was his service in the cause of International Law, a 
sphere in which he saw the future salvation of the world from 
the barbarity of war. 

The Air Raid on the East Coast. 

WE CALLED attention some weeks ago (ante, p- 53) to Sir 
THomas Barctay’s article in the Nineteenth Century for 
November on the dropping of bombs from aircraft. The 
relevant rules are Articles 25 and 26 of the Hague Convention 
IV. (Laws and Customs of War on Land), which has been 
ratified by Germany. These forbid altogether the bombard- 
ment of undefended places, and require, in general, warning 
before bombardment in other cases. And there is also the 
general principle that damage which has no relation to the object 
of hostilities—damage merely designed to terrify the civil popu- 
lation—is forbidden. To the breaches of these rules which Ger- 
many has committed on the Continent, there must now be added 
the air raid on Eastern towns and villages which are in no sense 
defended, and have no military importance. The matter will, we 
imagine, necessitate reprisals in some form or another, and that isa 
subject which, with some prescience, SirTHOMAS BARCLAY discusses 
in the current Nineteenth Century. We may assume, however, 
that no reprisals in kind will be attempted. We cannot retaliate 
for these murders by the murder of German civilians. But Sir 
Epwarp Grey’s half-veiled threat to which we referred 
last week—to suspend the Declaration of Paris and prevent the 
passage of food and other supplies to Germany, though not contra- 
band—is open to no such objection. The question is whether it 
could really be male effective. We do not charge these criminal 
acts against the German people. But the military authorities, 
with the “ War Lord” at their head, have a growing indictment 
to meet. 

The Sailing of “The Dacia.” 

THE PROPOSED transfer of German ships to American subjects 

and their sailing under the United States flag—in particular 7'he 





Dacit —raises questions more troublesome in practice than in law, 
Apart from the Declaration of London, there are two principles 
which govern the transfer of an enemy merchant ship—the sale 
must be absolute and bona fide, and it must not be effected in 
order to save the shi» from the exercise of the other belligerent’s 
right of capture (see 58 Soxicitors’ JOURNAL, p. 834). The 
Declaration of London makes the latter point still clearer. A 
transfer of an enemy vessel to a neutral flag effected after the 
outbreak of hostilities is void “ when it is proved that such trans. 


fer was made in order to evade the consequences to which 


an enemy vessel, as such, is exposed” (Art. 56). It seems clear 
that the transfer of 7’he Dacia is liable to be treated as void under 
this article as well as under the general rule of international law 


The Status of Alien Enemies. 

THE PRINCIPLES enunciated by the full Court of Appeal in 
deciding on Tuesday the alien enemy cases (reported elsewhere, 
except the company cases which we hope to report next week), 
represent, if we may say so, a singular mixture of ancient law and 
modern ideas. An alien enemy, it is held, cannot sue, but he 
can be sued, and, subject to an exception, he can appeal. If, 
however, he bas turned himself into an English company he has, 
in effect, got rid of his disability, and the company which repre- 
sents him can sue ; and if he is resident here and has registered 
himself under the Aliens Restriction Act and Order, he can also 
sue. On the other hand, a British subject, if voluntarily resident in 
an enemy country, or carrying on business there, assumes, for the 
purpose of litigation, an enemy status, and cannot sue, though as 
regards business this only applies to his business in the enemy 
country. This summarizes, we believe, the points made by the 
court. They start, as we have said, from ancient law. The rule 
that an alien enemy cannot sue is said to bea rule of the common 
law, by which is meant that the authorities from early times are 
uniformly in its favour. It may be looked at in two aspects: 
either that an enemy, is like an outlaw, entirely ex /ege; 
or that an enemy individual is so identified with his govern- 
ment that he cannot possibly have access to the King’s 
Court. The former view isa relic of the barbarous days when the 
lives and property of all enemies were forfeit to the victor. It 
found expression a hundred years ago in Lord STOWELL’s 
judgment in The Hoop (1799, 1C. Rob. 196). But long before 
that date, of course, it had lost its extreme rigour, and we 
have it now on the authority of the Court of Appeal that “the 
right of confiscation is only of importance to trace the history 
and foundation ot our common law, since there is manifestly no 
question of exercising this right.” And of course the ex /eg 
rule goes altogether too far. It would rob the alien enemy of 
any claim to appear in the courts in his own defence. Sir 
SAMUEL EvANs was at firat inclined to go as far as this (/he 
Marie Glaeser, ante, p. 8; 1914, P. 218), but he afterwards 
relentéd (Zhe Mowe, ante, p. 76; 1915, P. 1), and it may now 
be said that the ex /ege rule has been exploded, An alien enemy 
is not for all purposes outside the law, though he may be cut- 
side it for some purposes. 


The Alien Enemy’s Disability as Plaintiff. 

Now For the other theory. It is expounded by BucKLEY, L.J., 
in his dissenting judgment in the company cases, though it does 
not appear to have been indorsed by the rest of the court. 
“Tbe proposition that an alien enemy cannot sue rests upon 
the proposition that he cannot approach the King, has ::0 resort 
to the King, and cannot invoke the assistance of the King.” 
But this, like the ex lege rule, goes too far. It would ent at the 
alien enemy both as plaintiff and defendant, and would forbid 
him any locus standi in the courts at all. As defendant, indeed, 
he does not in the first instance invoke the assistance of the 
King, but be equally looks to him to see right done. The fact 
is that the Court of Appeal treat the rule against an 
enemy being a plaintiff as being so firmly embedded in 
the cases that it cannot be questioned. There was an 
argument that it had been abolished by the Hague regula 
tion whieh forbids a belligerent to “declare abolished, sus 
vended, or inadmissible ” the right of hostile subjects to institute 
egal proceedings (Convention IV. of 1907, article 23 (/)). 
But this, as we have already suggested (ante, p. 20), relates to 
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the courts of an occupied territory, such as parts of Belgium now 
are, and the Court of Appeal have taken the same view. We 
have not regarded it as a means of getting rid of the ancient 
rule. Nor, indeed, were we hopeful that the Court of 
Appeal would interfere with that rule, though it was just possible 
that a bold step might be taken and an advance made on the 
common law rule so as to place our law in this respect on a level 
with that of Germany. As a matter of practical convenience, 
a state of war should interrupt the course of justice as little as 
ible. Granted that no money is to go to the enemy abroad 
paring the war, yet this need not interfere with the mutual 
advantage of adjusting business disputes at once, and preparing 
for the resumption of ordinary relations at the close of the war. 
The argument, of course, is not affected by the crimes of the 
German military and naval authorities in the conduct of the 
war. It is based upon the convenience of business and of the 
civil population here as much as elsewhere. 
Alien Enemy Defendants. 

IN OUR View interest chiefly centred on the course which the 
Court of Appeal might take as regards the right of an alien 
enemy to sue, and, as we have just stated, the old common law 
rule was affirmed, On the other points the court was able to 
arrive at a more convenient result. There was authority that 
an alien enemy residing here by licence of the Crown might sue, 
and in /’rincess of Thurn and Taris vy. Moffitt (ante, p. 26), 
SARGANT, #., treated the Aliens Kestriction Act and Order as 
pring such licence to all aliens who comply with the regulations. 

ith this the Court of Appeal agree, remarking that such an 
alien is sud protectione domini regis The full consequences of the 
principle have not, perhaps, been perceived, but that is a subject 
we need not at present pursue. It might have been less easy to 
find a reason for allowing an alien enemy to be sued and to 
appear and defend. As we have pointed ont, the common 
law principle really forbade this, and hitherto it has been 
generally supposed that the disability extended to the alien 
enemy both as defendant and as plaintiff (see Oppenheim, 
International Law, II, p. 133) ; but there appears to be no exact 
decision to this effect, and since —so it would seem—the common 
law exists in decisions and not in principles, the courts have been 
ready to act on this point in acéordance with convenience. 
In Robinson & Co. v. Continental Insurance Co. of Mannheim 
(ante, p. 7; 1915, 1 KK. B. 155), Bartuacag, J., pointed out that 
to refuse an action against an enemy was prejudicial to the 
British plaintiff, and that, once the action was allowed, the 
enemy must on principles of natural justice be permitted to 
appear and defend. [Here again the Court of Appeal have been 
quite ready to follow the judge of first instance, and to adopt 
his reasons and conclusions, and, having got so far as to 
recognize the enemy defendant’s right to defend, they insist 
that this shall be a real right, and that no substituted service 
of the writ, or of notice of the writ, shall be allowed unless it 
will result in an effective service. The right of appeal is 
admitted upon similar grounds. An enemy brought before 
the courts is entitled to a correct judgment, and if he thinks 
the trial court has gone wrong, he may go to the Court of 
Appeal; and so, too, if he suffered judgment as defendant 
before the war, though not if before the war he failed as 
plaintiff—a curious though quite intelligible sublety. Altogether 
the general effect is to give considerable recognition to 
the defendant enemy’s rights. If the Court of Appeal had 
been inclined to give him bare justice, it would surely bave 
thought the judgment of the trial judge good enough for him. 
English Companies and German Shareholders. 

THERR REMAINS the case of an English company which is 
for practical purposes made up of enemy shareholders. It is 
this which has most puzzled the lay mind, but we should have 
thought that for lawyers it was absolutely clear that the court, 
when the company came before it as plaintiff, could only look 
at the company and not at the sharcholders who composed 
it. And so, apparently, it is to all the members of the Court 
of Appeal except the one who is its special expert in com- 
pany law—Lord Justice BuckLEY—and clear also to the judges 
of first instance, Scrurton and Lusu, JJ, We refer 





to the Continental Tyre and Rubber Co. (Limited) v. Daimler 
and The Same v. Thomas Tilling (Limited) (ante, p. 106). 
The result follows, of course, from Salomon’s case (1897, A. C. 
22), and the complete separation which was there recognized 
between a company and its shareholders ; see, for example, Lord 
MACNAGHTEN’s judgment at p. 51. The difficulties to which 
this may give rise are well known, but no steps have been taken 
to avoid them. In the view of Bucktry, L..J., they are so great 
in the case of an English company with German shareholders 
that here the substance of the matter must be looked at and not 
the form, and the company must be treated as German. But 
the House of Lords have held quite definitely that with companies 
it is the form that is all important, and that the separation 
between the company and its shareholders must be rigorously 
Tbe learned Lord Justice says that if this is so it is 
legislation, and we have noticed this echoed in the 


5 . . 
But we do not agree. Parliament has recognized 


observed. 
a case tor 
daily press. 


in the Trading with the Enemy Acta that English companies may 
have enemy shareholders, and has shewn the course which is to 
be taken. The fact is that the doctrine of Salomon’s case is a 
means of avoiding in effect in a large class of cases the rule that 
an alien enemy cannot sue. As we have observed, con- 
siderations of convenience point to removing the disability alto- 


gether. The general result of the judgments is that the Court 
of Appeal, though they have declined to recognize the alien 
enemy's right to sue, have gone as far as was reasonably to be ex- 
pected—and perhaps as far as was practicable—in removing 
his disabilities. The final step of making the law uniform and 
convenient by admitting the right to sue can now only be taken 
by the House of Lords or the Legislature, and this, we suggest, 
is the step that should be taken. Having regard to the advance 
which has been made as regards enemy defendants and the right 
of appeal, such a step is necessary to give the law uniformity 
and simplicity. 


Withdrawal by Solicitor in Course of 
Proceedings. 


Ir 1s well known that a solicitor who accepts a retainer to 
conduct an action is bound under ordinary circumstances to act 
for his client until the end of the action. The contract is a 
single contract to conduct the whole case, and the solicitor 
cannot, of course, discharge himself during the action, nor can 
he sue for costs until its completion. There is a distinction, 
indeed, between ordinary actions, in which practically there is 
only one stage, and protracted proceedings such as may occur in 
an administration action; and in the latter case, where the pro 
the solicitor can 
claim his costs at the conclusion of each stage: Re Jlall and 
Ba (9 Ch. D. 538), Re Ront®:" ind Haslam (1893, 2 Q.B, 286). 
And the fact that he cannot in the course of the action sue for 
costs dees not, of course, make it unreasonable for him to 
require his client to provide the necessary funds for carrying on 
the proceedings. That he cannot, as a matter of course, dis- 
charge himself during the pendency of the action, even if he 
gives reasonable notice, was held by the Court of Appeal in 
Underwood, Son, and Pi v. Lewis (1394, 2 Q. B. D. 306). 
Hle must also have some yvood cause, such as the refusal 
of the client to provide funds for disbursements, 01 his 
These were 


ceedings admit of division into several stages, 


insistence on some dishonourable step being taken. 
given as instances by A. L. Surrn, L.J., in the case just referred 
to. On the other hand, under R.S.C., ord. 7, r. 3, the client is 
entitled to change his solicitor by filing and serving a notice to 
that effect. The matter has been recently under the considera 
tion of the Legal Procedure Committee of the Council of the Law 
Society, and their report is contained in the current Lau Society's 
Gazelle. They point out that the present position is unsatisfac- 
tory, and state the alternative remedies, namely, either to allow 
solicitors the same liberty of change as clients —that is, to be 
allowed to withdraw on filing and serving a notice—or to makethe 
solicitor’s withdrawal dependent on the sanction of the court 
[he committee support the second alternative, and we print 
elsewhere their recommendation that a rule of court should be 
made accordingly. The effect, apparently, would be, not to vary 
the present right of withdrawal for g od cause, but to enable 
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the solicitor to get a declaration that in any given case such 
cause existed. 


Trials under the Defence of the Realm Act. 

Tas Bu which Lord Parmooor introduced during the recent 
sitting of the House of Lords has now been printed. It is called 
the Defence of the Realm Cons lidation Act (191 4) Amendment 
Bill, and consists of the following clause :— 
the Defence of the Realm 

any regulations made thereunder, no 
of the alleged offence subject to military 
f the Army Act, 1881, who has committed 
or 18 alleged to have ommitted, any offence whi h is punishable 
England, and is within the jurisdiction of the 
criminal courts, shall be liable to be tried for such offence under 
the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914. o1 any re 
tions made thereunder 


N itwithstandit 
Consolidation Act 
the 
within the meanin 


ontained in 


person not at time 


law 
by the law of 


} 
guia 


It will be remembered that under the Act regulations for the 
be made, and infringements of the 
triable by court-martial, and if the offence was 
committed with the intention of assisting the enemy the punish- 
death On the hand, in offences 
the matter may be handed over to a court of summary jurisdic 


aeicence of the r alin may 


regulations are 
ment other 


may lx minor 


tion. The protest raised against the measure in the House of 
Lords last November compelled the Lorp CHance.tor to give an 
undertaking that no British subject should suffer death under the 
Act before Parliament and Lord Parmooor’s Bill is, we 
gather, intended to put an end altoge ther to trial by court martial 
the regular courts are available. It may 
li pe d that when Parliament neces the Bill will be accepted with- 
out opposition 


met, 


Ilt CiSe8 where be 
The introduction of courts-martial may have 
appeared proper to the Government draftsmen last Auzust, but 
there seems to have been no actual necessity for this measure. 
It escaped criticism in the House of but the best 


House of Lords have shewn themselves very 


Commons, 
authorities in the 
averse to it. It is not easy to: oncelve any justification for the in 


troduction of courts martial jor the trial of civilians, save when 
the sitting of the regular criminal courts is inte rrupted by actual 


operations of war 


Enemy Rents and Interest. 


WE ARE obliged to postpone till next week our observations 


on the point raised in the letter of “Y. & S.” (unte, p. 204). 


The Prince of Wales’ Feathers as 


a Trade-Mark. 


THE recent case before Eve, J., in which the Royal Warrant 
Holders’ Association unsuccessfully sought to remove from the 
Register of trade-marks three trade-marks belonging to the 
Imperial Tobacco Co. is an interesting one (ante, p. 128). Each 
of the three marks contained a representation of the Prince of 
Wales’ Feathers, with in two cases the words “The Prince of 
Wales,” and in one case a portrait of the late King Epwarp. 
‘Two of the marks were registered in 1876 and the third in 1891, 
user before 1875 being claimed in each case. The marks became 
vested in the /mperial Tobacco Co., and had been used by them and 
their predecessors in title continuously and extensively without 
objection until the present motion to rectify. The grounds on 
which the motion was based were, mainly, that all the marks, by 
reason of their containing the Prince of Wales’ Feathers, were 
calculated 30 deceive by leading to the belief (contrary to the 
fact) that a Royal Warrant or other proper authority for the 
use .of the Feathers had been granted by the Prince of Wales : 
that the two marks containing “The Prince of Wales” were 
deceptive as leading to the belief that the tobacco referred to 
was supplied to and used by the Prince of Wales; and that the 
mark containing the portrait of Epwarp VII. was deceptive as 
leading to the belief that the tobacco sold thereunder was supplied 
to and personally used by him, and that he had consented to 
the use of that mark. The final ground of objection was that 
“the said marks offend against the Royal Prerogative, the pro- 





visions of section 11 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, and section 
20 of the Merchandise Marks Act, 1887.” Section 11 of the 
Act of 1905 forbids the registration as a trade-mark or part of 
a trade-mark of any matter the yse of which would be calculated 
to deceive. Section 68 of the Act of 1905 in effect enables 
proceedings to restrain the unauthorized use of the Royal A rms, 
or the use of any device, emblem, or title so as to lead to the 
belief that goods are supplied to His Majesty or any other 
member of the Royal Family, to be taken by any person 
authorized to use such arms, device, emblem, or title, or authorized 
by the Lord Chamberlain to take proceedings in that behalf, 
The section concludes with a proviso that it is not to be “‘ con- 
strued as affecting the right, if any, of the proprietor of a trade. 
mark containing any such arms, device, emblem, or title to con 
tinve to use such trade-mark.” A large number of affidavits 
were, in the case under notice, filed on behalf of the Association 
and several on behalf of the Imperial Tobacco Co, The evidence 
on behalf of the Association, according to Eve, J., was directed to 
establish that any and every display of the Prince of Wales 
Feathers by a trader in connection with his goods leads to the 
belief that such display is authorized by Warrant. aes the 
learned judge did not consider was established, especially in vee 
of the long use of the Feathers in the marks sought to be 
expunged, and of the fact that that this device had been adopted 
by traders, holding no warrant, for all kinds of goods, and had 
been registered as, or as part of, a trade-mark for a great 
variety of goods. The affidavit of one of the deponents said 
that he had from time to time purchased tobacco labelled with 
one of the marks, and “from the display of the feathers and 
the use of the words ‘ The Prince of Wales’ I have concluded, 
when I bought the said tobacco, that it was being regularly 
supplied to his late Majesty King EDWARD during the time he 
was Prince of Wales.” As to this Eve, J., said that, without 
doubting the deponent’s good faith, the conclusion which he drew 
was unwarranted. The learned judge added :—“ However dis- 
appointed he may be at finding that the smoking party he 
purchased was not supplied for the personal use of his late 
Majesty, he has no more right to complain than if he ascertains, 
as may well be the fact, that the knife powder used in his 
establishment was not invented, or manufactured, or sold, or even 
used by the Duke of WELLINGTON whose name it bears, or that 
the Gladstone bag he carries is not identical with the receptacle 
habitually used by the great statesman after whom it is called. 
The learned judge held that the Association's evidence did not 
establish their case, and that in fact it was negatived by the 
Imperial Tobacco Co.'s evidence. ; 

Probably the most important feature of the judgment is the 
observation of Eve, J., that, even if it had been established 
that the marks were calculated to induce the belief to day 
that the respondents hold or even had held a Royal Warrant, 
he would have refused the motion. He held that section 11 of 
the Act of 1905 does not apply to a mark which was not contrary 
to law when registered, and the use of which to-day is identical 
with that which has obtained ever since it was registered. This, 
we think, is quite right. Of course, a trade-mark, which is not 
fraudulent when registered, may subsequent to registration be 
used in a fraudulent manner, and may thus become liable to 
be removed from the Register; but this is a totally different 
question. In the case under notice the user had been honest. 

Lastly, it was held that the motion failed on the ground that 
the Association were not persons “aggrieved” under section 35 
of the Act of 1905, because at the date when the motion was 
launched there were no persons holding warrants trom the 
present or any past Prince of Wales ; and although paeuthes 
to take proceedings had been given to the Association under 
section 68, it had not been given until after the motion had been 
launched. 

The case under notice was, we believe, a test case, and an 
appeal is in the Chancery Appeal List for these sittings. 








The President of the Board of Trade has appointed Mr. John Walter 
Pridham official receiver in bankruptcy for the bankruptcy district 
the Swindon County Court as from 1st February. 
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Emergency Legislation of France. 


By Maurice Tutry, Avocat du Barreau de Paris, Barrister-at 
Law (Middle Temple), and Ricuarp Kine, of London, 
Solieitor of the Supreme Court, Eng!and. 


If. 


Sequestration of Enemy Business Undertakings —One of the most 
important consequences of the Ordinance ot 27th September is 
the sequestra'ion of the enemy's business undertakings. The 
sequestration includes all personal and real property, goods and 
book debts of the enemy’s undertakings, whether such under- 
takings are commercial, industrial or agricultural. The appoint- 
ment of the sequestrator is not intended to protect the enemy’s 
business by having some person to carry his business on on his 
behalf during the time of the war, nor to confiscate the enemy's 
property ; but the sequestrator is to keep up the property in 
the same condition as when it was placed in his hands for the 
pirpose of protecting the eventual rights of French creditors or 
of creditors being the subjects of allied or neutral countries. The 
sequestration is also intended to prevent the enemy’s business 
being carried on ina manner detrimental to French interest. The 
sequestrator is authorized to receive, and under certain circum- 
stances to make payments out of, the assets of the enemy’s business 
Under special circumstances the sequestrator may also get leave 
tocontinue the enemy’s business ; if, for instance, his business 
was for the manufacture of goods useful for French military 
purposes, or employed a large number of hands whom it is not 
thought advisable to dismiss at once. These provisions have 
application to all the enemy’s undertakings, whether they were 
professedly carried on by an enemy before the war, or whether 
they assumed the form of a French company, or were carried on 
under the name of any other person not an enemy. 

In the case of a partnership, or of a company including both 
enemies and other persons, it seems that the proper course would 
be to request the Procurator of the Republic to apply for the 
appointment of a sequestrator whose powers shall be limited to 
the share held by the enemy in the business. 

Many points dealing with this matter can be found in the 
cigcular letters issued by the Ministér of Justice on 8th and 13th 
October, and 3rd and L4th November. 

Moratory Legislation.(a)—The provisions made on this matter 
during the first few days of the war—viz., 3lst July, Ist, 2nd and 
5th August — were superseded by the Ordinance of 9th August 
which granted a Moratorium of 30 days:—(1) for payment of 
negotiable instruments, excepting cheques presented by the 
drawer himself at d warrants (0), falling due before 1st September ; 
(2) for payment for goods sold and delivered between 
merchants ; (3) for repayment of money loaned or advanced, 
whether a date had been agreed or not for repayment ; (4) for 
Withdrawal of ercdit balance at banks, or other similar concerns. 
When such credit Lalance did not exceed 250 francs the full 
amount could be withdrawn immediately. If it exceeded 
250 francs, the immediate withdrawal of 250 francs and of 
5 per cent. of the remainder was allowed. 

The withdrawal of a larger amount was however allowed to 
certain classes of persons. Employers were entitled to withdraw 
the amount necessary for payment of wages of their workmen or 
clerks on producing such evidence as might be necessary. Manu- 
facturers called upon by way of requisition to manufacture for 
the State were entitled to withdrawal of the full amount. 
Manufacturers or merchants having to supply goods ordered by 
the State for the purpose of the military defence, or public con- 
tractors, were entitled, on producing proper evidence, to with- 

w such funds as might be necessary, in addition to their 
vorkmen’s wages, in order to carry out such orders or contracts; 
and also persons who had to make payments of interim allow- 
ances or annuities under the Employers’ Liability Acts (Accidents 


du Travail). 


uo 
5 





() Since writing tiris Article a fresh Morato.ium of sixty days, to have effect until 
in of March, has been granted. It applies to negotiable instruments falling due | efore 
th, 1915, which were drawn before Ist August, 1914 
©) Warrants are the receipts delivered by the Magasins Génévause (Pablic Docks) 
against consignment of goods. 





Another Ordinance, dated 29th August, granted a fresh Mora 
torium of 30 days to have effect until lst October under the 
same conditions as the previous one ; but the withdrawal of the 
credit balance of accounts at banks was increased to 20 per cent. 
of the balance over 250 francs, any withdrawal made since 2nd 
August to be taken into account for reckoning the 20 per cent. 
The right to withdraw a larger amount was extended (1) to 
manufacturers, for payment for raw material, and farmers, for 
payment for certain purchases of primary necessity for farming ; 
(2) generally for payment of freight for carriage of goods by sea, 
land, or river ; (3) to manufacturers subject to military requisi- 
tion. The total amount of withdrawals, except in payments 
under the Employers’ Liability Acts, was not to exceed 60 per 
cent. of the credit balance of account. 

A new feature appeared in this Ordinance, as it provided that 
the grant of time thus made should be optional, and that persons 
availing themselves of it should pay interest on the unpaid 
amounts 

The next Ordinance was dated 27th September, and extended 
the Moratorium for another period of 30 days, to have effect 
until lst Nowember, and was in the main similar to the previous 
ones; but the amount allowed for withdrawals at banks was 
increased to 25 per cent., the total amount allowed in exceptional 
cases not to exceed 662 per cent. of the credit balance. A fresh 
provision was added to enable the drawee of a negotiable instru 
ment to release himself, in case the instrument was not presented 
for piyment, by paying the money into the Banque de France 
and thus avoid the liability to pay interest. Cheques unpaid 
when presented for payment were to be marked by the bank, 
and would then carry interest at 3 per cent. chargeable on th 
credit balance of the drawer's account at the bank. The amount 
of the cheque was to attach on the balance of the drawer’s account 
The persons entitled to the balance of the account were not to 
withdraw any funds without the consent of the holders of marked 
cheques or the judge’s leave 

The Ordinance of 27th October granted a further period of 
sixty days, and was to have effect until Ist January. The 
amount of allowed withdrawal from banking accounts was 
increased to 1,000 frs. and 40 per cent. of the remainder during 
November, and to 1,000 frs. and 50 per cent. of the remainder 
during December. 

Stock Exchange Transactions.—By the Ordinance of 27th 
September, 1914, allclaims for payment or actions in respect of 
Stock Exchange transactions are temporarily stayed; moneys 
due in respect of the same to carry interest at the rate of 5 per 
cent. per annum 

|T'o he continued.) 


Reviews. 
Books of the Week. 


The Railway and Land Commissioners. .—lailway 
and Canal Traffic Cases, Vol. XV., 1914. By Raten Neviteie, LL.M., 
and W. A. Rosertson, B.A., Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 37s. 6d. net. 

Review.--The Law Quarterly Review, January, 1915. Edited 
by the Right Hon. Sir Freperick Potiock, Bart., D.C.L., LL.D 
Stevens & Son (Limited) 5s. net. 


Correspondence. 


Solicitors with the Forces. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,_When commenting in your issue of the 16th instant on the 
very noble response to the claims of the Empire in the present crisis 
made by solicitors and articled clerks, not apy reference is made to 
solicitors’ clerks, who have equally nobly responded 

In justice to them this omission should be rectified and a list 
compiled of all solicitors’ clerks now serving with His Majesty 
Forces. E.G. & J. W. Coester. 
86, Newington Butts, 8.E., Jan. 18, 





[See observations under “ Current Topics.”—Ep, S../.] 
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The Intoxicating Liquor (Temporary Restriction) 
Act, 1914. 


[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir, Under the Intoxicating Liquor (Temporary Restriction) Act, 
it is provided by section 1 that the licensing justices may by 
direct that the supply or consumption of intoxicating liquor in 
egistered club shall be suspended during such hours and subject 
ch conditions, &c., as m Ly be sper ified in the order. 
Bradford magistrates have made an order that the supply and 
sumption of intoxicating liquors shall be suspended after 9 p.m. 

It seems to me that this order does not follow the wording of the 
\ct so as to provide that liquor shall not be supplied or consumed, 
but provides that both shall not be done after 9 p.m., and therefore, 
inthe event of any person being supplied with intoxicating liquor 
vefore 9 o'clock and not consuming it till after 9 o'clock, is there any 
offence committed } 

I shall be glad to have your views on the point. 

G. Hersert BLacksBurRN 
», Bank-street, Bradford, Jan. 20 


‘ ’ 


Few words are more puzzling than “and” and “or.” The wise 
that is, the whole commercial world themselves with 
“and/or,” and leave the words to sort themselves out af occasion may 
require. We would rather that someone else would answer our 
correspondent ierv, but, for what it is worth, we venture the 
suggestion that the member of the club must consume his liquor 
before9 p.m. Must not the Order be read with the Act /—Ep. S./.] 


protect 


Tax Deduction. 


‘tors’ Journal and Weekly Reporte r.| 


same may be of interest to your readers, we enclose 


Income 


copy 0 | r we 


f England, and py o his reply thereto 


Bank of 


thousands of cases where the extra penny has been deducted 


the amount will be too small to justify the trouble entailed in 
making application for its return, and in other cases the probability 
is that those entitled to have the urn made will either not know 
or not trouble. 

When Parliament - 
Solicitor-Member should 
that a return be made of the 
method of taxation 


might we suggest that some 


result of this 


E.G. & J W. Cuesrer. 
86, Newington , S.E., Jan. 13 
The following opy of the correspondence referred to 
COPY 
86, Newington Butts, S.E 
ist January, 1915 
Guarantred £2 lis. Per Cent. Stock. 

Dear Si The Dividend Warrant is to hand this morning upon which 
income tax is deducted at 2s, ld. in the £ The Bank of England 
having deducted income tax at ls. 4d. in the £. on last July warrant, 
nas not an 
England propose to adjust the same?—lI am, dear Sir, yours truly, 
Signed) E. G. & J. W. CHESTER. 

rhe Chief Accountant, Bank of England, E.C. 

Cory 
Bank of England, London, E.¢ 
ith January, 1915. 
Messrs. E.G. & J. W. Coester 

CGent'emen,—In reply to your letter, I have to say that under Part 2 
of the Finance Act, 1914 (Session 2), the total amount deducted in respect 
of income tax for the year is to be equal to that which would have 
beeu deducted if income tax for the year had been at the rate of Is, 8d. ; 
and in accordance with the regulations prescribed by the Commissioners 
ot Inland Revenue in pursuance ot the Act, where the dividerd, interest 
or annuity is paid in two half-yearly sams of equal amount, and one 
such sum has beeu paid prior to 6th December, 1914, under deduction at 
the rate of Js. 3d. in the £, tax is to be dedueted from the subsequent 
half-yearly payment at the rate of 2s, Id. in the &, 

The current rate of income tax in July was Is. 4d. in the £, but this 
was subsequently reduced to Is. 3d., and the Board of Inland Revenue 
ire repaying applicants the Id. deducted in excess irom the dividends 
paid the Ist and 5th Jaly on Englisb, Indian aud Colonial Government 
Stocks. Application for the retarn of the excess tax so deducted may 
be made to the Secretary, Inland Revenue (Claims Branch), Somerset 
House, London, W.C.—-l am, your obedient Servant, 

Signed) C. W. LATTER, 
Chief Accountant 
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on the Ist inat., » the Chiet Accountant. 
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eek of the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
indirect and excessive 


| Scrutton, J 


excessive deduction been made, and when does the Bank of | 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


PORTER v. FREUNDENBERG. KREGLINGER v, 8. SAMUEL AND 
ROSENFELD. ic MERTEN’S PATENT. No. 1. 19th, 24th and 
25th November ; 7th December ; 19th January. 

Atien Enemy—Ricur to Sve—Restpence 1n Britain UNDER PRortec- 
TION oF CrowN—LiBILity TO Be Svep—Hacve CONVENTION Iv or 
,.907—Pracrice—Svusstitutep Service WIirHitn JURISDICTION of 
Netice or a Writ ror Service Our or THe JuRISDICTION—Ricur of 
Apreat—Resvonpent’s Ricut to wave AppeaL Hearp—R.8.C., 
Orvers IX., re. 2, any XI., pk. 7—Atiens Restriction Acr, 1914 
(4 & 5 Gro. 5. c. 12 
In alien enemy has no right to sue in the King’s courts, unless res 

lent here by permission of the Crown, as im the case of those reqgistered 

here under the Aliens Restriction Act. 1914 An alien enemy under 
the same liability of being sued as a British subject, and wi sued 
may appe and avad himself of all meana of defence open to the latter 

The test of enemy status is not nationality, but the place of rrying 

fhe business, 

{n alien enemy defendant may appeal against a judgment queen 
against him, but the right of appeal of an alien enemy plaintiff against 
whom judgment has been given before the war 1 sus] nded oY the 
declaration of war The respondent to an alien enemy defendant's 
appeal instat on the appeal being heard in due course. 

The court may make an order jor substituted service upon 
within the jurisdiction of notice of a writ issued for service on a 
defendant out of the jurisdic tion, provided it can be shewn that the 
method adopted will almost certainly bring the proceedings to the 
knowledge of the defendant, 

The provisions of Article 23 (h) of the annex entitled 


a pereon 


‘ Laws and 


| ¢ ustoms of War on Land” to the Hague Convention IV. of 1907 Aave not 


| abrogated the rule of Enclish law so as to enable an alien enemy to sue. 


[hese cases, which involved questions concerning the capacity of 


| alien enemies to sue and be sued in the King’s courts, and the practice 


to be adopted in suing them, and generally their right to appear and 
be heard, and, in the third case, the right of an alien enemy to appeal 
from an adverse decision, were heard by the full Court of Appeal, 
under the presidency of Lord Reading, C.J. In the first case, the 
plaintiff appealed from an order of Scrutton, J., in chambers, refusing 
to allow substituted service of notice of the writ. The defendant, a 
mantle manufacturer, of Berlin, was in occupation of business premises 

Hanover-square, under a lease for twenty-one years, granted by the 
plaintiff After the outbreak of war, his agent, Barnes, remained in 
possession of the premises until a few days before 29th Septem 
ber, when he wrote to the plaintiff informing him that he was about 
to vacate them, and advising him to re-enter, as the rent could not be 
paid. The plaintiff, having done so, found that Barnes had left, taking 
s large stock of goods with him, and thereupon commenced this action 
to recover the property and the rent due, and sought to serve notice 
f the writ upon Barnes, leave for which was refused. 

In the second case, the plaintiffs appealed from a similar order of 
, refusing leave to make substituted service of notice of the 
vrit upon the manager of a foreign business, The plaintiffs, who were 
hide merchants, entered into two contracts, in April and July, 1914, 
for the sale to the defendants, a German firm carrying on business in 
Bermondsey, of cargoes of hides, payment to be by cash against docu 
ments on arrival of the vessels at Antwerp and Dunkirk On 18th 
August, the defendants wrote to the plaintiffs saying that they 
repudiated the contract. On 18th September the plaintiffs com- 
menced this action, claiming damages for breach, and served it on one 
jonome, the defendants’ manager, resident within the jurisdiction, 
ind in charge of the business. Bonome obtained an order setting aside 
this service. It appeared that the business of the defendants belonged 
to one individual only, Alfred Cohen, of Hamburg. The plaintiffs 
then applied for leave to issue a concurrent writ against Cohen, and 
serve notice of it out of the jurisdiction, and also for leave to make 
substituted service of notice of that writ on Bonome, which latter 
relief Serutton, J., refused. 

The third appeal was from a decision of Warrington, J., who had 
held before war with Germany was declared, on a petition by Soldan 
& Co. (Limited), an English company, that a patent granted to 
Edward Mertens in 1904, and at present owned by a German firm, was 
void for want of subject matter, and had revoked it The owners of the 
patent appealed, and the petitioners applied to set aside the notice of 
appeal, on the ground that the appellants were alien enemies. The 
Court. after hearing counsel for the appellants in each case, rev nested 
the Attorney-General to argue the law on behalf of the Crown. (4 
adv, vult, 

Lord Reaptne, C.J., in delivering the judgment of the Court, 
first stated the man questions to be dex ided, and pros «ded : 
It was necessary at the define the term ilien 
enemy ’’ when used in reference to civil rights and liabiliti« Its 
natural meaning indicated a subject of enemy nationality, b that 
was not the sense in which the term was used with reference t ivil 
rights. Ever since the great case of The Hoop (1 C. Rob. 196), the aw, 
as pronounced by Lord Stowell, had been firmly established that wat 
involved the absolute interdiction of all commercial intercourse betweet 
British subjects and the inhabitants of the. hostile country, except by 
permission of the Sovereign. It was clear law that the test was 2 
nationality, but the place of carrying on the business—Wells v. W# 
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liams (1 Ld. Raym. 282), McConnell v. Hector (3 B. & P. 113), and 
Janson v. Driefontein Consolidated Mines (Limited) (1902, A. C. 484, 
per Lord Lindley, at p. 505). In considering the enforcement of civil 
rights, a person might be treated as a subject of an enemy state, not- 
withstanding that he was a subject of the British Crown or a neutral, 
and conversely. The law was accurately stated by Dicey in his Treatise 
on Parties to an action, at p. 3. In ascertaining the rights of aliens 
the first point to consider was whether they were alien friends or 
alien enemies. Alien friends had long since been treated as if they were 
British subjects, entitled to all personal rights, including the right 
to sue in the King’s courts, Alien enemies had no civil rights or 
liberties unless they were here by permission and under the protection 
af the Crown. Indeed, under the ancient common law, debts and goods 
found in the realm belonging to alien enemies might be seized by the 
King (Hale’s Pleas of the Crown, Vol. I., 95). Whether that right 
was ever exer ised or not, there could be no doubt about its existence 
AG. v. Weeden (Parker, 267), Antoine v. Morshead (6 Taunt. 238), 
where the principle was affirmed by Gibbs, C.J. The right of con- 
fiscation was only of importance in tracing the history of the common 
law, for in early times it was relaxed in favour of those who had the 
King’s permission to come here Negreu (4 E. & B. 217). 
Whenever the capacity of an alien enemy to sue in our courts had come 
up for consideration, the authorities agreed that he could not so sue, 
unless resident here by permission of the Crown. The recent decision 
of Princess Thurn and Taxis v. Moffitt (59 Sovtcrrors’ Journar, 26) 
was, in the opinion of the Court, clearly right. An alien registered 
here under the Aliens Restriction Act, 1914, was here ‘“‘sub protectione 
domini regis.”’ The question had been raised, however, whether the 
old rule of the common law had not been abrogated by the 
annex to the Hague Convention iv. of 1907, entitled ‘‘ Laws and 
Customs of War on Land,’ chapter 1, section 2, article 23 
The heading of the section was ‘‘ Of Hostilities,’’ and by article 
t was forbidden ‘‘to declare abolished, suspended or 
inadmissible the right of the subjects of the hostile party to employ 
legal proceedings.’* [His lordship read the whole of article 23 
which dealt entirely with matters arising in hostile operations of war, 
and proceeded :] The paragraph had been introduced in a somewhat 
different form, and the alterations effected in it tended to support 
the argument that its intention was to abrogate the rule of Englisn 
law, but the court was clearly of opinion that it could not be treated 
a effecting any such abrogation. The chapter to which the article 
belonged was entitled, ‘‘ Means of Injuring the Enemy, Sieges and 
Bombardments.’’ It was absurd to suppose that tne War Office ought 
to issve instructions to Sir John French forbidding him to declare that 
the rights of alien enemies in our courts were suspended; yet that 
absurdity necessarily followed from the argument used. The view of 
the court was that it had a quite different and a very important effect 
mamely, that of forbidding any declaration by a military commander 
of a belligerent force in the occupation of the enemy’s territory which 
would prevent the inhabitants of that territory from using their courts 
of law to assert or protect their civil rigats. That interpretation was 
placed upon it by the Foreign Office in a letter to Professor Oppen- 
heim, of Cambridge, dated 27th March, 1911, when the view of the 
British Government was made clear to the world. The paragrapa did 
not affect the rule of English law. The next point to consider was 
whether an alien was liable to be sued in the King’s courts during the 
war. Primd facie there seemed no possible reason why our law should 
decree an immunity during hostilities to the alien enemy against the 
payment of just debts or demands due to British or neutral subjects. 
The rule of law suspending an alien enemy's right of action was ater 
upon public policy, but no considerations of public policy could justify 
preventing British or neutral subjects enforcing their rights against the 
enemy ; to hold otherwise would be to injure British subjects and favour 
the enemy, per Bailhache, J., in Robinson d& Co. v. Continental Insur- 
ance Company of Mannheim (59 Sortcrrors’ Journar, 7). The effect 
would be to convert what was a disability upon him into a relief during 
war. Onte the conclusion was reached that the alien enemy could be 
sued, it followed that he could appear and be heard in his defence, 
and take all such steps as might be deemed necessary. To deny him 
taat right when brought before the courts would be to deny him justice. 
ually it resulted that when sued, if judgment proceeded against him, 
tne appellate courts were as much oven to him as to any other defendant. 
Pat with regard to an alien enemy plaintiff who could not proceed with 
ms action during the war, the case was different. There was no dis- 
“inetion in principle between the case of an alien enemy seeking to 
enforce i civil right in a court of first instance and an alien enemy 
eking to enforce such right by recourse to toe appellate courts. Once 
hostilities had begun he would not be heard in proceedings in which 
Me was the person setting the courts in motion. If ne had given notice 
of appeal before the war, the hearing of the appeal must be suspended 
until after the restoration of peace. [His lordship then proceeded to 
dal with the facts of the first two cases, and continued :} Order XI. 
t. 8had been revoked by the Lord Chancellor, and it had become un- 
hecessar \ to consider questions raised by it. Sut unless an order for 
ibstituted service in this country of notice of a writ of service out of 
the jurisdiction could be made, great hardship might be inflicted upon 
Pétsons who had claims against others who had become alien enemies. 
ke court must also take into account the position of the defendant, 
who was clearly entitled to effective notice of any proceedings against 
him. The general rule was that an order for substituted service of 
& writ for service within the jurisdiction could not be made where at 
the time of the issue of the writ the defendant could not have been 


mally served within the jurisdiction. It must be shewn that the 


Alcinous v. 
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writ was likely to come to the defendant's knowledge if the method 
of substituted service were adopted Order IX. r. 2 gave a very wide 
discretion, which the court was not inclined to limit In tne case of 
a writ issued under Order XI. r. 1 for service out of the jurisdiction, 
substituted service might be ordered in special circumstances if it 
would bring the writ to the defendant's kno ledge i estern, dx 

Building Society v. Rucklidge (1905, 2 Ch. 472 In the case of a 
notice in lieu of a writ to be served on a foreigner out of the jurisdic 





tion, on an order properly obtained there was no reason why substituted 
service of that notice should not be permitted in similar circumstances 
to those in which it was permitted in the case of a writ for service out 
of the jurisdiction. Order XI. r. 7 and Order IX. r. 2 gave power 
to order it, and certainly Order XI. rr. 8 (4) and (5) contemplated it 
might be done Ditton v. Bornemann (3 1 L. R. 3), a ease decided 
before rules 8 and 8a were made, favoured that view. The judge in 
nambers ought to be satisfied that actual service was practically im 
possible, and that the method of substituted service would be effective. 
in all reasonable probabilit®, in bringing notice of the proceedings to 
the defendant. Our English procedure had hitherto been laudably 
superior to the continental in not permitting ‘‘ constructive service 
by published notices or advertisements In Porter v. Freundenhe 
tne defendant was abroad at the date of issue of the originai writ 
there could be no order for substituted service of that writ Leave 
had now been granted to issue a concurrent writ and to serve notice 
of it out of the jurisdiction, and that difficulty was removed The 
proper order to make in both this and the second case was to give 
leave to make substituted service, and to refer both cases to « 
as to tne mode of effecting it Upon the materials before 
they thought service of the notice should be effected by 
service upon Barnes and Bonome respective the plaintiffs 
on such other terms as might seem proper as to advertisements 
His lordship then stated t 

. and proceeded At the hear the 
could not succeed in their notice, but cont 
the appeal was not suspended, but could be heard durit 
The position was peculiar inasmuch as Mr Moulton it 
interest of his clients, the appellagts, not on their right to 
but that their appeal could not be heard until after the res 
peace. If the court acceded to that view, alien enemies 
owners of an English patent would be in a distinctly ad 
The appellants were the respor 


to the period for appearance 


the patent 
admitted they 


position as long as the war lasted 
to a petition. They were therefore in the same position as a defen 
wno appealed from a judgment given against him, and were 

not only to appear and be heard on the m ition, but also to } 
appeal heard in the ordinary course notwithstanding the 
court could not accede to their contention that tne hearing 
appeal must be suspended during the war The motion in 

would he dismissed. but, having regard to the circumstances, 

costs. The late Lord Justice Kennedy had assisted in preparing 
approved of tnis judgment before his death.—CowunseL, in tl 

case, Uecil Fitch; in the second case, # Sforry Deans; in the 

case. Walter, K.C.. and Courtney Terrell; H Vetcher Moultor or 
the Crown in all three cases, Sir John Simon, A.G., G. A. H. Branaon, 
and J. V. Nesbitt. Soricrrors, W. W. Young, Son, d& Ward; Alfred 
Double & Sons; Bower, Cotton, d& Bower; Solicitor to the Trea ury. 


(Reported by H. Laworonp Lewis, Barrieter-at-Law.)} 
High Court—Chancery Division. 

Re A COMPANY. 

Practrice—Vestinc or Enemy Property—Service on Alien Enemwy 

Morion—ORIGINATING SuUMMONS—TRADING WITH THE ENEMY 
(AmenpmentT) Act, 1914 (5 Geo. 5, ¢ 12 [RADING WITH THE 
Enemy (Vestina anp Apptication or Prorerty) Ruxes, 1915, 
rr. 2 anp 6—R.S.C., Orv LIV., Rn. 4 
Where notice of motion had been served before the rulea under 


the Trading with the Enemy { {mend ment) Act, 1914, were pi ymulgat d 
in the London Gazette. 


Sargant, J. 15th January. 
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Held, that an originating summons must now be issued, in pur- 
auance of the rules, and the matter must come on firat in chambers, leave 
being given to use the affidavit evidence filed on the motion. 

Where the alien enemy is interned in an internment camp a letter 
should be sent to him enclosing a copy of the originating summons. 

This was a motion in the matter of the Trading with the Enemy 
(Amendment) Act, 1914. The name of the company was not men 
tioned. It was an ex perte application for an order under the 


Act, vesting in the Public Trustee all the property of the company, | 
which was an enemy company incorporated in Germany, but carrying | 


on a business, or having a branch, at Leicester. Notice of motion was 
given on 7th January that the court would be moved on 5th January. 
but meanwhile. on 12th January, the new rules under the Act were 
published in the London Gazette. The notice of originating motion 
had been served at the office of the company in England, in com 
pliance with the provisions of section 274 of the Companies (Consoli 
dation) Act, 1908 (8 Ed. 7, «. 69) 
(Vesting and Application of Property) Rules, 1915, provide as fol 
lows Rule 2 (1 Applications under section 4 shall be bv way of 
originating summons, and shall be made to the Chancery Division of 
the High Court, and such applications, and any subsequent applica- 
tions, shall, in general and except so far as hereby otnerwise provided, 
be made and dealt with mutatis mutandis in accordance with the prac 
tice of that division with regard to similar matters under the Rules 
of the Supreme Court and otherwise (2): Any respondent to the 
originating summons snall not be required to enter any appearance 
thereto, and accordingly rule 4", of order 54, of the Rules of the 
Supreme Court shall apply thereto. Rule 6: Any application under 
this Act, whether original, subsequent, or other, may he proceeded 
with, heard, and dealt with by the Court or a judge, if thought fit, in 
the absence of an enemy or any other party who may be, or appear 
to be, abroad, or whose whereabouts may not be known, or whose 
presence may otherwise be difficult to secure, and without service of any 
summons, or notice of summons, on any such party, or any intimation 
to such party, other than such. if any, as the Court shall think fit 
And this sub-rule shall be in addition to and by way of extension and 
enlargement of the ordinary powers and practice of the Court as 
R.S.C., ord. 54, 


Every summons, not being an oricinating sum 


to proceedings ex parte and as to substituted service 
r. 4e, is as follows: 
mons to which an appearance is required to be entered, shall be served 
two clear days before the return thereof, unless in any case it shall 
be otherwise ordered. Provided that in cas@ of summonses for time 
only, the eummons may be served on the day previous to the return 
thereof Counsel for the motion contended that. in view of the date 
of its service before the new rules were promulgated, his application 
was in proper form and sufficient, and could be heard forthwith. He 
stated that the manager of the company was now interned in an 
internment camp. and under rule 6 his presence was not necessary 

SarGant, J., after stating the facts, said : In this case an originating 
summons must now be issued, pursuant to the new rules, and the 
matter will then come on in chambers, and I give leave to the 
applicant here to use, on that application in chambers, the affidavit 
evidence filed for this motion. A letter should be sent to the manager 
at the internment camp, enclosing him a copy of such originating 
summons. Tois motion will stand over for the costs of it to he dealt 
with on the summons.—Counser, A. 2B. Martin Souicitors, Field 
Roacoe, & Co., for Freer & Co., Leicester. 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barristerat-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS 
Court of Appeal. 


BDWARD GREY & CO. +. TOLME & RUNGE. No. 2. 
15th and 16th December. 


War—Contract—ARBITRATION—SALE AND Purcuase or Sucar—Ovut 
BReAk oF Warn—Issvue WHerHer THE CONTRACTS WERE SUSPENDED 
Dvraine THe WAR OR HAD BEEN Dissotvep—Ricut or PLAINTIFY TO 
nave Sucu Issve Decipev sy tHe Court. 


The plaintiffs claimed a declaration that certain contracts entered 
into with a German firm for the supply and delivery by the latter of a 
quantity of beet sugar were suspende d on the outbreak of war between 
Great Britain and the German Emre, or alternatively a declaration 
that the contracts were dissolved on the outbreak of the war. 

The defendants applied for an order that the action be stayed under 
section 4 of the Arlitration Act, 1889. The master made no order on 
the summons. On appeal to Scrutton, J., he made an order dismissing 
the appeal, but granted leave to appeal, as Warrington, J., in Smith, 
Coney & Barrett v. Becker, Gray, & Co. (31 7. L. R. 59), had 
decided, under similar circumstances, that the defendants were entitled 
to go to arbitration. 

Held, that, as the real question was whether the contracts were sus 
pended during the war, or had been dissolved, and this was a question 
of law, the question before the court, whether the action should be 
stayed, was a question for the discretion of the judge, hig discretion 
could not be interfered with, and the appeal failed. 

Appeal by the defendants from an order of Scrutton, J., at chambers 
on an appeal from an order of a master. The plaintiffs claimed (1) a 
declaration that certain contracts entered into before 4th August, 1914, 





| the defendants were unable to ship it. 
| ciation of London provided that “‘in the event of Germany being 
| involved in a war with England, France, Russia, and/or Austria. this 
| contract, 
The Trading with the Enemy | 





for the purchase by them of 1,000 tons of sugar, to be delivered by the 
defendants f.o.b. the ss. Kronberg, at Hamburg, during August, 1914, 
were suspended on the outbreak of war between Great Britain and the 
German Empire, or alternatively a declaration that the contracts werg 
dissolved on the outbreak of the war; (2) an injunction to restrain the 
defendants from proceeding. or attempting to proceed, with an arbitra. 
tion in respect of the said contracts. The defendants, who were sugar 
merchants carrying on business in London and Hamburg, were the first 
sellers on the claim, and the plaintiffs were the last buyers. The con- 
tracts were in the usual form, and were subject to the rules and regula. 
tions of the Sugar Association of London and of the London Produce 
Clearing House. The sugar was in Hamburg, but owing to the war 


Rale 491 (a) of the Sugar Asso. 


unless previously closed be deemed to be closed. 
. . .” Rule 491 (4): ‘ For the purposes of the war clause a contract 
against which a tender has been made shall be deemed a closed con. 
tract. Should the state of war prevent shipment . . . then any 
party to the contract shall be entitled to appeal to the council for a 
decision which shall be binding on all concerned.’’ On 27th November, 
1914, the defendants applied for an order that the action be stayed 
under section 4 of the Arbitration Act, 1889. The master made no 
order. On 4th December. 1914, Scrutton. J., made an order dismissing 
the appeal, but granted leave to appeal, because of the decision of 
Warrington. J.. in Smith, Coney, & Barrett v. Becker, Gray, & Co, 
(31 T. L. R. 59). 

Bucktey, L.J.. said that he thought the order of Scrutton, J., was 
right. as it did not go the length of determining that there should be 
no arbitration at all. He referred to rule 491 (6). It was said that 
that was an arbitration clause addressed to the exact event which had 
happened, and that there should therefore be an arbitration, and that 
the judge ought in his discretion to have ordered that the parties should 
go to the domestic forum. But the real question between the parties 
was whether, in the events which had happened, the contracts were 
alive or dead. It was a question of law, and therefore within the 
discretion of the judge.to say that that question was not a proper one 
to be submitted to arbitration. but for the court; and therefore the 
action should not be stayed. The appeal failed. 

Purmtmore and Pickrorp, L.JJ.. gave judgment to the like effect. 
Order accordingly.—Counset. for the defendants, Adair Roche, K.C., 
and R. A. Wright; for the plaintiffs. Greer, K.C., and A. R. Kennedy. 
Sonicrrors, Cattarne & Cattarns;: Pritchard, Engle field, & Co., for 
Simnson, North, Harleu. & Co.. Livervool. 

[The appeal by the plaintiffs in Smith, Coney, d& Barrett v. Becker, 
Gray, & Co. (supra) was in the list for hearing on 18th December. but 
was ordered to stand over, it being stated that the appeal was likely 
to occupy more time than the court could then give to it.] 

(Reported by Exusxrvs Rerp Barrister-ct-Law.)} 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re JONES. LAST v. DOBSON. Sargant, J. 
Witt—Devise serors tHe Wits Act, 1837 (7 Wit. 4 anp 1 Vict. 


5th and 6th November. 


ec. 26)—Lecat Estate to Trustee in Fee Stupte—Trvust ror A m 
Fee Stwete with Girt Over in Case or His Deatu “ UNMarniep” 
AND Wrrxovr Issup—No Worps or Liuiration to Girt Over— 
EXTent OF DEFEASANCE. 

Where the event was that of a death “ unmarried and without lawful 
issue,’ 

Held, that the word 
primary sense of ‘‘ without ever having been married,’ but in ts 
secondary sense of ‘‘ without leaving a widow.” 

Re Sanders’ Trusts (1866, 1 Hq. 675) and Re Chant (1900, 2 Ch. 
345) followed. 

The rule that the estate of a cestui que trust is commensurate with 
that of his trustee (Challenger v. Sheppard, 1800.8 T'erm Rep. 597) ix not 
applicable where the children’s interests, as in this case under the old 
law before the Wills Act, are merely equitable estates for life, so to 
enlarge such interests into equitable estates in fee simple, since in any 
ase the equitable estate in fee simple given in the previous qitt re red 
a corresponding legal estate in the trustee. Moreover, the gift over had 
only affected that equitable estate in fee simple ao far ast give 
effect to th for life, had 
now come to an end 

Gatenby v. Morgan (1876, 1 Q. B. D. 685) followed. 

Held, that the property now passed under the will of the person 
having the equitable estate in fee simple previous to the life estates, and 
not under the gift in the original will. 


This was an originating summons to determine whether certaif 
property devolved under one will or under the gift over in an earliet 
will. The facts were as follows :—Thomas Jones, who died on 10th 
May, 1828, by ‘his will dated 24th January, 1827, specifically devised, 
“All that my freenold estate,” situate at Eton, in the county of 
Buckingham, to a trustee and his heirs, upon trust, to receive and take 
the rents and profits, and pay them over to his sister, Sarah 5 field, 
or to permit her to receive and take the same during her life and 
after her death, in trust to and for hia nephew, J. L. Binfield, his heirs 
and assigns, for ever to and for his and their own use and benefit, but 


‘unmarried’? must be construed, not in wa 


subsequent interests, which, being interests 
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in case of his death, “‘ unmarried and without lawful issue,”’ then upon 
trust for his niece, Sarah Bird, during her life, and after her death 
upon trust for all her children (excepting two, who were otherwise 
provided for) living at her death, share and share alike, who, being 
sons, should attain the age of twenty-one years, or, being daughters, 
thould attain that age or marry, witn benefit of survivorship amongst 
the said children. Sarah Binfield died in 1841. J. L. Binfield, in 
188, married a wife, who died in his lifetime. He had no issue, and 
died in 1893, having executed a disentailing assurance and made a 
vill, disposing of all his real estate. Sarah Bird died leaving children, 
Who attained twenty-one, and who were all now dead. The dispositions 
of this property had been such that down to the year 1914 the rents 
and property belonged to the same people, whether the property 
passed under one will or the other, so that it had not become neces 
mry to decide the point. 

Sancant, J., after stating the facts, said :—First of all, under the 
will of Thomas Jones, J. L. Binfield took an equitable estate in fee 
simple defeasible in the event of his death without leaving a widow 
of issue, because I hold that the collocation of the words ‘‘ without 
lawful issue ’’ shews that the word ‘‘unmarried’’ is to be construed 
mt in its primary sense of ‘‘ without ever having been married,’’ but 
mits secondary sense of ‘‘ without leaving a widow that is, follow 
img the cases of Re Sanders’ Trusts (1866, L. R. 1 Eq. 675) and Re 
Chant (1900, 2 Ch. 345). Secondly, the gift over in Thomas Jones’s 
will only affected the previous equitable estate in fee simple given 
J. L. Binfield, so far as was necessary to give effect to the sub- 
squent interests. following Gatenhby v. Morgan (1876, 1 Q. B. D 
685). And, thirdly, under the old law before the Wills Act, 1837, the 

feonent interests given to the children of Sarah Bird created 
equitable estates for life only. The rule that the estate of a cestui que 

t is commensurate with that of his trustee (see Challenger v. Shep 
perd, 1800, 8 Term. Rep. 597) and Moore v. Cleghorn (1847, 10 Beav. 

hand on appeal, 1848, 12 Jur. 591) is not applicable to the present 
Cane, so as to enlarge the children’s interests into equitable interests 
fee simple, for the reason that the equitable estate in fee simple 
Bren to J. L. Binfield in any case required a corresponding legal 
tate in the trustee. [I accordingly decide that the title to the property 
on Now be traced under the will of J. L. Binfield, and not under that 

as Jones.—Counset, Romer, K.C., and W. FP. Webster; H. 8. 

; W. A. Jolly; Martelli, K.C., and J. Austen-Cartmell. Sotact- 

Tors, Welman & Sons, for Last & Goodford, Windsor; Benham, 
tt, & Synott; R. H. Behrend & Co.; Indermaur & Brown. 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law 
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ARMITAGE & BATIY v. BORGMANN AND ANOTHER. Sargant, J. 
lith December. 


Autres Enemy—Partnersuie Deep—Specian Ciavse THAT PARTNER 
SERVING IN THE GERMAN ARMY SHOULD NoT CEASE TO BE A PARTNER 
—~Deep or ACCESSION BeFrore War Deciarep with ENGLAND—ErFrect 
or War—Licence Tro TRADE—PARTNERSHIP SUSPENDED OR ABROGATED 

Receiver AND Manacer To Continugz Business—Service or WRI 
oN ALIEN PARTNERS 


t for the of wind 


{ receiver and manager was appointed, } pur pose 
ing-up hut for the pury ¢ f continuing partne hip busine . where 
there was a el in the partne rslip deed making pr ion for what 
was to be done in the event of the two German partners ma business 


j 


rglish and German partners being called out to serve 


outhreak of war between 


conaiating f I 
in the German rmy and where hefore the 


England and Gern y, a deed of accession had been entered wmto pur 
p rting to carry out the term i th ap al clause in the partnership 
deed. , 


Englist 


This was an ex parte motion by two partners against two 


German partners of a firm for the appointment of a receiver and 
manager of the business. Clause 18 of the partnership deed provided 
that if the defendants, or either of them, should during the partner 
illed wpon for active service in the 
he shall be at liberty to serve accordingly without ceasing to be ¢ 
partner.’ It was further provided that in that event one H B 
should be entitled to be admitted as a partner for the un ‘xpired term 
of the partnership, certain proportion of the shares in 


ship * be « (rerman army, they or 


‘} 


and to receive a 


the profits to hich the defendants were entitled On Slst July, 
1914, a deed of accession was entered into between the plaintiffs and 
the defendants, which recited the itbreak of war in Germany, and 


that the defendants had been called out for active service in the 
German army, and that H. B de in England, whereby 
the parties agreed that the partners, the defendants, should be entitled 
to serve in the German army as they had been called upon to do, and 
that A. E. B. should forthwith become a salaried partner in the firm 
for the residue of the unexpired term of the partnership at a salary 
of £1.000 a vear. On the same day the defendants left England to 
serve in the German army. The plaintiffs continued the business as 
usual until September, when they became doubtful as to their legal * 
position, hax ng regard to the Proclamations as to Trading with the 
Enemy, and accordingly they wrote to the Home Secretary explaining 
their position, and on 8th Qctgber the Home Secretary sent the plain- 


was unable to resi 
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tiffs a licence to trade as partners on the terms that no payments should 
be made to or for alien enemies. It was now contended that the partner- 
ship was dissolved ipso facto by the declaration of war, and that the 
in clause 18 of the partnership deed was 


provision covering this event 


invalid and void as providing for alien enemies carrying on business 
in this country, and that the licence to trade was only given to the 
plaintiffs as partners, and it was asked that a receiver should be 


wind up the partnership, ; s the alien enemy partners must 


appointed to 
It was essential that the partnership should 


be treated as being dead 


be put an end to speedily, for they could not tell what might hapnen 
at the end of the war, as the defendants might repudiate their liability 
for any loss at the end of the war if the business was carried on at 
a loss. The plaintiffs in their evidence said The absence of the 
defendants has not affected the control or management of the firm, 
and there is no practical obstacle to the effective continuance of the 


business. ”’ 


Sarcant, J., held (1) that a receiver and manager for the purpose 
of winding-up the partnership would not be appointed. but that such 
receiver and manager would be appointed for the purpose of con- 
tinuing the bus ss for a limited time 2) The deed of accession was 
entered into when war between Germany and France and Russia was 
imminent. and when war bet vyeen Germany and Britain was probable 
(3) The plaintiffs must, in view of the rules about to he fr umed to 
meet these case¢ take out a summons for directions forthwith to see 
what in be dor n the way of service of a writ on the lien defend 
ants Leave to serve the notice of motion with the writ given 
Counsen, Henry Terrell, K.C., and N. C. Armitage. Soricrrors, 
Foord & Son 

rR ted by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 


High Court—King’s Bench 


Division. 





FAWCETT v. SMETHURST. Atkin, J. 26th November. 

TInrant—Contract—T ort—Neciicence—Lusiiry or INFAnt. 

in infant receiving an allowance of £90 a year hired a motor-car to 
drive to a vlace r les away to fetch his haq The inf nt. after 
arriving at his om eftination, drove a friend twelve milea farther on, in 
the ce urse of which tdditional journey the car wae damaged without 
any neaqligence on th part of the infant In an action against the 
anfant 7 damade lor th u ongtul uae A ethe car, 

Held, that nothing done by the infant rendered him liable as an 
independ nt tort-feasor 

The plaint ff proprietor of the Ce rge Hotel, Stanraer, eued the 
defendant, an infant, for a declaration that he was entitled to be indem 
nified against the loss by fire of a motor-car hired by the defendant. 
In the alternati e, he claimed the value of the car as dama ges for 
breach of ntract of hiring, or as damages for the wrongful use of 
the car or for negligence in its us On 12th August the defendant 
hired the plaintiff's car to be driven by himself to Cairn Ryan, six 
miles away, for the purpose of fetching his bag. The plaintiff stated 
in evidence that he allowed the defendant to take the car 
pre ded t was at defendant's own risk The defendant 
rea d Cairn Rvyar amd afterwards met a friend, whom he 
tool for 1 drive to Ballantrae. twelve miles distant On the return 
journey the car, without any negligence on the part of the defendant, 
caught fire, and was d imaged bey ond repair T he de fendant’ S¢€ vidence 
was to the effect that he never agreed to hire the car at his own riek. 
that at the time of the accident he was twenty years of age, and receiv- 
ing an allowance of £80 a year from his father. 

ArKIN, J., in giving judgment, said the principle of law applicable 
was that laid dow LB. Leslie / fed) \ Sheil 1914, 3 K. B. 607 
where Kennedy, L.J., cited with approval the following principle of law 
from Pollock on Contracts, 8th edition, p. 78: ‘‘ He (the infant) cannot 
be sued for a wrong when the cause of action is in substance ¢z con 
tractu, or is so directly connected with the contract that the action 
would be an indirect way of enforcing the contract But if an 
infant’s wrongful act, though concerned with the subject-matter of a 
contract, and such that but for the contract there would have been no | 
opportunity of committing it, is nevertheless independent of the con 
tract in the sense of not being an act of the kind contemplated by it, 


the present case nothing done by the 
and back made him an independent 
was main‘ainble against 
contract, if an 


then the infant is liable.’’ In 
infant on the drive to Ballantrae 
tort-feasor, and therefore no action of tort 
him With regard to the defendant's liability in 
onerous term, such as that the car was to be at the defendant's riek, 


were 





annexed to the contract, it would not follow that it would be a necessary 
to make a contract containing such a condition. There would be judg 
ment for the defendant with costs Counset, A. BR. Kennedy; Sir PF. 
Low, K.C., and RB. J. Willis. Sonicrrors, Pritchard, Englefield, & Co., 
for J. H. Glover, Liverpool: H. C. Morris, Woolsey, Morris, & Ken 
nedy, for Woolsey & Thorold, Norwich. 
[Reported by Leoxanp C, Tomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 
Iv’s War-TIME, But — Don’t FORGET 
THe MtppLesex Hospital 


GREAT AND MUST BE MET. 


ITs 


RESPONSIBILITIES ARE 








Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 


Re WATKIN (Deceased). WHITLARK v. WHITE. Sir Samuel Evans, P, 
lst December. 
Propatz — ADMINISTRATION WITH THE WILL ANNEXED — WILL Nor 


APPOINTING ExecuToRs—GRANT TO EXxecuToRS APPOINTED IN PARLIER 


Revoxep W 11—C ew, _OF Partres— Court or Propate Act, 1857 
(20 & 21 Vicr. c. 77), s. 

After selene of a will P a testatriz had been granted in common 
form to the executors named therein, a later uill was found, which 
the testatriz dealt with the whole of her property, but made no appoint. 
ment of executors. The court revoked the probate of the carlier 
will, and pronounced against that will, but, with the consent of all 
persons interested, granted letters of administration with the later will 


under section 73 of the Court of Probate Act, 1857, to the 


named as executors in the earlier will. 


mnexed, 
persons 

This was an action for revocation of probate. 
Emma Watkin, of ‘‘ Abergwynant,’’ Dolgelly, in the county of 
Merioneth, by her will dated 19th September, 1900, appointed as her 
executors James White and Philip Schooling. She died on 31st July, 
1913, and on Wth September, 1913, the executors obtained probate in 
common form of that will. Subsequently a holograph will of the 
testatrix, dated 24th January, 1911, and duly executed and attested, 
was discovered in a sealed envelope, endorsed, ‘‘ The last will of Annie 
Emma Watkin.’’ It was as follows: ‘“‘I wish to leave everything I 
am possessed of, moneys, jewellery, furniture, pictures, &c., divided 
equally between my more than beloved children, John Howard Whit- 
lark and Violet Hope Whitlark. All debts owing to be collected and 
invested. Any profit made on the sale of ‘“‘ Abergwynant”’ should all 
come to my children, as my money purchased it (except a very small 
sum) and my money paid for all repairs and decorations. To my dear 
mother £1 a week during her lifetime. This is my last will and testa 
ment, written this 24th day of January, 1911.’ The plaintiff, John 
Howard Whitlark, propounded, as one of the residuary legatees named 


The testatrix, Annie 


ther¢in, the will of 24th January, 1911, and claimed to have the pro- 
bate of the earlier will dated 19th September, 1900, revoked, and that 
wil! pronounced against. By their defence the defendants, James 
White and Philip Schooling (the executors of the earlier will), denied 


that the will of 1900 was revoked by the will of 1911, and pleaded 
that the will of 1911 was a direction by the deceased to them as her 
executors and trustees already appointed under the will of 1900 as 
to the manner in which she desired her property to be disposed of. 
They claimed a grant to themselves of probate of the wills of 190 
and 1911 as together constituting the last will and testament of the 
deceased. Counsel for the plaintiff said that the probate, which had 
been granted of the will of 1900 alone. must clearly be revoked. The 
only question was what form the probate of the will of 1911 should 


take. He cited In the Goods of Hale (1874. L. R. 3 P. & D. 207), In 
the Goods of Brotherton (1901, P. 139) Covnsel for the defendants 
referred to In the Goods of Potter (1899, P. 265). 

Sir S. Evans, P., in delivering judgment, said: In this case the 
defendants were appointed executors of the will of the testatrix dated 
19th September, 1900, and they proceeded after her death to take 
probate of that will in common form. It was subsequently ascertained 
that a document in the form of a holograph will, dated 24th January, 
1911, had been signed by the testatrix as her will. That document 
wav duly executed and attested, and it purports to dispose, and does 
dispose, of the whole of the testatrix’s property, but it does not 
appoint any executor. This will, therefore. so far as any dispositions 
of property are concerned, revokes the will of 1900. I think the best 
course in this case, if the law permits me to do it, is not to admit 
both these documents to probate. The first will is a very long docw- 
ment, no part of it is effective, except possibly the appointment of 
executors. The fact of its being admitted to probate might lead to 
difficulties hereafter, as its dispositions are different from the dit 
positions in the later will. By far the more convenient course is 
grant letters of administration with the later will annexed to th 
persons named as executors in the earlier will, all persons terested 
in the estate consenting to this course, and the executors, who af 
parties to this action, also consenting. Two cases, Jn the Goods 
Hale (supra) ind In the Goods of Brotherton (supra). wer ted a8 
instances in whicn applications for a grant of letters of administration 
to nominees of the parties, with the consent of all persons interested, 
were refused. Those cases stand on their own facts, which wer 
entirely different from the facts in the present case. In the ase of 
In the Goods of Potter (supra), cited on the other side, where parties 


compromise with a view 
stration 


« ther 


interested in the estate had entered into a 
to putting an end to further disputes, the court granted admi: 
with the wi!l annexed under section 73 to a stranger, who 

That case also stands on its own facts, but it resembles the 


nominee. 
present case more closely tnan do the other two cases cited. Apat 
from the authorities, I hold that there is power under secti 73 for 
this court to adopt the most convenient course, namely, t make ® 
grant of letters of administration with the leter will annexed to the 
persons named as executors in the earlier will. I revoke the probate 
of the earlier will, and formally pronounce against thot will finding 
that it was revoked by the later will I order that the costes of all 
Bay fi rd, for the 


parties shall be paid out of tne estate.—CouNnsEL, 














P 
5 














. NOT 
RLIER 
1857 


mMOR 
which 
pownt- 
rlier 
»f all 
r will 
} the 


I amed 
he pro- 
d that 
James 
denied 
eaded 


as her 
1900 as 
sed of 


ndants 


ise the 

dated 
to take 
rtained 
January, 
peument 
nad does 
loes not 
sitions 
the best 
oO admit 
, docu 
ment of 
le ud to 
the dit 
is 
to tne 


tere sted 


ted a 
stration 
rested, 
were 

ise of 
parties 

, view 
<tratioa 
« their 
bles the 
} A part 
73 for 
make ® 

i to the 
t robate 

] §ndin® 
s of all 
for the 








Jan. 23, 1915. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





(Vol. §9.] 221 





plaintiff; W. O. Willis and Yalbot-Ponsonby, for tne defendants. 
Soticrrors, White & Leonard; Kenneth W. Claye. 
[Reported by Currrorp Morrrmer, Barrister-at-Law.) 


IN PRIZE, 


THE ‘‘ HORST MARTINI.” Sir Samuel Evans, P. 


Pate Law—Enemy Suip—Seizure or Canco—No Cram py ConsicNnet 
—OrxpeR FoR Sate—Prize Court Rutes, 1914, Orv. XXVII., rx. 2 
Where the consiqnees of certain goods in an enemy ship had not taken 

up the hills of lading and the y refused to pay the expenses of detention. 

on which payment the Procurator-General was willing to release to them 
the goods, and where they, the consignees, made no claim to the goods, 
which we 


wae made, 


7th December. 


re atill incurring continuing charges for warehousing, an order 
under Prize Court Rules, ord. 27, r. 2, for the goods to 
be sold and the proceeds of sale to be paid into court, with libe rty to any 
parties interested to apply for payment out of such proceeds of sale 


A German steamship, The Horst Martini, was seized at Newport, 
Monmouth, on 5th August, after the outbreak of war between England 
and Germany. Most of her cargo had been released, but a portion 
remained, which the Procurator-General was willing to release on the 
consignees paying the expenses incurred in its detention. This they 
refused to do, and accordingly this application was made by the Crown 
The consignees had not taken up the bills of lading and they made 1 
daim to the goods. Counsel for the Crown said that the consigno was 
in Belgium and it was impossible to communicate with him. This case 
was contemplated by the Prize Court Rules. Ord. 27, r. 2, applied 
It is as follows : ‘*‘ Where the judge decrees property taken or seized 
as prize to be restored to the owner thereof, the decree siall be carried 
out by means of a release as prescribed in ord. 13: Provided, that 
the judge may order such release upon such terms as to the payment of 
costs and expenses and freight (if any is due), or otherwise, as to the 
judge may seem just, and if such terms are not complied with or 
sich payments are not made within a time to be named in the order, 
may direct the appraisement and sale of such property and the pay 
ment into court of the proceeds of sale, and the payment thereout 
of such costs and expenses or freight.’’ In this case the goods were 
warehoused with a railway company, and their charges were still con 
tinaing and increasing. 
Sir Samvet Evans, P., after stating the facts, said : I make an order 
for the sale of these goods, the proceeds of the sale to be brought into 


In other countries the late on 
invalid will be the Ist of August. 

Passports issued between the 5th of August, 1914, and the lst of 
February, 1915, will be valid for two years only, but if the holders con- 
template proceeding to France or Belgium, they must previously obtain 
a Supplementary Docyment and visa Belgian Diplo- 
matic o1 Offices 

On and after the lst of February no person 
the United Kingdom for France or Belg 
ordance Vv ith thes Re 
Foreign Office, 

January 19, 1915. 


which such Passports will become 


from a French or 
Consular 
will be llowed to leave 
um without a bassport valid 


ina yulations, 


The Guardianship of Infants Act, 1886. 
- ~ 


The Lord Chancellor has nominated Mr. Justice to be the 
Judge of the Chancery Div on for the purposes mentioned Rule 7 

f the Rules made in pursuance of the Guardianship of Infants Act 
1886 

21st J ul 1915 

The above ile relates to removal of applications under the Act in 
the unt irt to tl High Court and to appeals to the High Court 
see the rules in Annual Practice, 1915, p. 2139).] 

. . 
Societies. 
Law Clerks’ Red Cross Fund. 

Che amount ntributed by the law rks of England and Wales to 
this tund n is relerred to in our ue of 28th November last) 
now an nts to upwards of £850 

The motor ambulances iv, marked a the ft of the law clerks of 
England ind Wales sting 3 100 i beon vi during Wed: esday, 
27th Janua 1915, in the Judges’ Quadrangle of the Royal Courts of 
Justice, St d, from 1 o wk, and at 1.45 that day the Lord Chief 
Justice b f < the ’ ks, formally present the car to 
the British Red Cross S ety mn hose behalf the Hon. Charles Russell 
vill a cept it 

The ear | be « juipped by the Brit Red Cross Society and sent 
to France 

\ sum £200 has been handed to the society from the fund towards 
the running expenses of the car, and the balance of the amount collected 


court, and I give liberty to any parties interested to apply for pay- after pi ling for the cost of printit nd ilating the appeal) will 
ment out of the sale moneys.—CounseL, D). Stephens. Soricrror, The | vo towards the same object 
Tratury Solicitor. > 
Smepetes Cy L. M. Mes, Susristeret low.) Annual Meeting of the Bar. 
ne The annual general meeting of the bat held last Monday in the 
Bristow \ Pipe (ante, p 178).—It has .been pointed out to us that Inner Temple “Hall rhe Attorne y-General (Sir J. Simon), who was 
the head-note in this case is wrong in stating that the bottle was placed | in the chair. referred. says the 7'imes, to the loss which the bar had 
inthe yard ‘‘ at a time when the premises were lawfully open.’ rhere | suffered by the death of Mr. Danckwertz and Mr. Arthur Cohen—men 
was a conflict of evidence whether it was placed there just before o1 of remarkable aualities, wnose advice at this time, when so many new 
just after 10 p.m., and it was decided, in settling the special case, | and difficult questions were arising out of the war, would have been 
to leave this point open. Clause 8 ran ‘‘that the bottle was so filled most valuable. The war nad necessitated a great deal of emergency 
by the respondent and placed in the said stable y ird the samé evening legislation, and he , rateful to the Bar Council for mercifully tem 
It was, our corespondent adds, certainly an express term of contract | pering their crit m, Referring to the help sought to be organized 
that the bottle was to be placed in the yard, but the customer at m for Belgian barristers driven from their intrv by a most intolerable 
time stipulated that it was to be there before 10 p.m. The bottle was | w rong, he said that there were twenty-four avocats on tne list which 
handed in to be filled at 8 p.m. ; the secretary Mir. Bingl ul comy led, and every effort being 
made to help these gentlemen and s@eure suitable occupation for them 
shea One had proiie I as yvolug cir it as a Judge 8 marshal and another 
N O d & nad secured the | mt ot language teacher in a great achool He hoped 
ew Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations. 


suitable o 


ould to find these distressed confréré 
The special arrangements recommended on behalf 


with the Forces had been warmly approved by the 


hey would all do everything they 
cupation 


f barristers serving 


’ . . ofeasio as whol ey were idebted to *the Law Socety for 

The London Gazette of 15th January contains the following :— — ee Pr MI , . f tl 7 he i : i ri 3 of x undin 

. A notification by the Secretary of State for Foreign Aftairs, dated | “®! ©° a. yer: lin rmeete @ 7 th ' ant ; i ti - that tl alae 

I ri * ‘ . cou 0 1K ig paper ‘ ovel additior LE ey were 

With January, that the French Government has adopted lists of absolute pA sed ' "y * i ok a ’ ; “ star in the Kin Force Ihe 

~ conditional contraband identical with those contained in the Royal - a » he " th + 79% ahaee % cogaln When they considered 
Toclamati., 7 oe > ‘ ) rj . *vister shower iL (vO meme eTe ¢ ' : Ad L 4 . 

lamation of 23rd December (ante, p. 178). ‘ek the vend which was long and difficult, and 


The London Gazette of 19th January contains the following : h 
2 The following notice by the Seeretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 


a 
1%h January, relating to Passports : 


pride 


led to their profession 


ow frequently those who might be claimed as members of if passed 


thought this number was a cause for 
ntested 


from its active practice he 
He suggested that a 


way 


election for the acancies in the 


Bar Council should be avoided on this occasion 

Passports. ‘ Mr. P. O. Lawrence, chairman of the Bar Council, in moving the 

_ The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs gives notice that it has adoption of the annual statement, read a letter from the Lord Chief 
en found necessary, in view of the present European War, to revise | Justice, who said At the outbreak of the war my wife issued a 
the system and form of Passports granted to British subjects’ for private appeal for funds t number of the bench and bar, which met 
Wavelling to foreign countries. with more than a generous response, and, indeed, the money so sub 
On the let of Pe bruary next all British Passports, held by British | scribed has sufficed to purchase large quantities f material and to 
rete who are in the United Kingdom, whieh were twaued prior to employ constantly thirty or forty women, who would otherwise have 
the 5th of luquat last, will hecome invalid. heen destitute upon the makit f garments, & which are of use not 
Holders of such Passports must make application for new Passports in | only to the soldiers themsel but also to their wives and children, 
the proper form, which can be obtained from the Foreign Office and the | as well as to the Belgian refuge » Generous as the contribu 
waal Agencies. Full particulars as to the new requirements will be | tions were, the innet | lequate to continue this excellent work 
wand on the Sm indefinitel | that many members of the bar who are anxious to 
Sports issued prior to the Sth of August last and held by British | subscribe to th rious funds would be glad to subseribe to this, waich 
wbjects in France (including Algiers and Morocco), Spain, Portugal, | is peculiarly their n, more especially if they realized what useful 
) Switzerland, Holland, Denmark, Norway, and Sweden, will be- | work it was doi und with their aid would continue to do On 


™@ invalid on the 1st of March next. Applications for new Pass- | S: 


iturday last, Lady Reading, he was informed, sent garments which 





Pris in such cases must be made to the nearest British Consul. 





brought her total already despatched to 7,000, 
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Mr. Rawlinson seconded the motion, which was agreed to. to regard the countries in question as neutral ground. Great Britam wr 
Sir Harry Poland, who moved a vote of thanks to the Attorney was sien justified in claiming that she regarded these treaties as wh 
General for presiding, said he was introduced in 1849 to the then! ,ojemniy binding, quite apart from the question of her own interests, Wo: 
Attorney-General at tne Old Bailey, and he had known every Attorney Notwithstanding that, it seemed clear that in future it would be hope rea 
General since. None had taken greater interest in the bar than the | Joc. to rely upon the juridical rules of international law, « where che 
it Attorney-General they could be definitely ascertained, if it did not suit a State to observe were 
Attorney-General briefly responded them. Anv State that wished to preserve its independence and in bar 
tegrity, and our own homeland in particular, must rely less upon the 
The Law Society. good, faith of its neighbours than upon keeping its own armour 
/ cKle oO 
meeting of the members of the society will b« After a discussion, the lecturer replied to the points ra 1, and 
iety on Friday Otn January, at 2 o'clock eceived a vote of thanks In proposing it, Mr. Gillett alluded to Mr 
London, will m I'hat in the interest | ( umpness’s patriotic efforts in the raising of the Corps of Citizens Law 


Society take j essary steps to get altered d to his recent election to the City Board of Guardians. 
tice that he tees payable to junior . - — 


in all 1 three-fiftas t wo-th . a. < Bee oae Ang 


> Chent hie e 
Lord Justice Kennedy. 
ill n h the Cou e1 
entin ; , of the soci () li morning all the J vos town assembled L 
: tors and 3 ticle ler} who shall nave se Chief Jusiace s Court, togethe itn large number of King’s Couns U; 
Forces during ‘ ‘ ‘ : ; ind members of the junior bar, as a mark of respect for the te Lord on T 
erected in the societ common room } Justice Kennedy presi 
the names of ( itors and icled The Lord Chief Justice, whose remarks we take from the Times 
ppear « wiety's rol , said : Mr. Attorney, before proceeding with ow duties we des to pay affirn 
eit ir tribute to the memory of our late brother, and to put on record ou the f 
ippreciation of his life, his work, and his genius. Those } were \ 
; t when he it in court only last Saturday must indeed e been Godw 
= . — utled when they realised on Monday morning that he has passed from replie 
>. °@ 4 ° ) mong them, and that the judgment delivered by him on Sat lay was vutes 
Solicitors Withdrawing from Pro-_ | the tise he would ever pronounce, and that they would never see hin 
. sitti in court again Death came so swiftly and abruptly t 
ceedings. deed hard to realise at he present moment, 
Lord Justice Kennedy came to the bar with a mind singu 
Procedure nitte if th ‘ ‘ endowed, and even then ri hly stored. He practised at, tl 
Liverpool, and on the Northern Circuit, where he met Ru 
hell, Gully, and other great names associated with the bar that 
uit. It was there that he learned that mercantile law whi » doubt 
, 


| to his bei elected when he was comparatively young, d after 


me twenty years at the bar, for appointment as a judge. | se whi 



















ractised before him will remember the great knowledge he displayed 





t only of commercial law, but of commercial life. Duri e time ’ 
: a daug 

it he sat as a judge his most dominant characteristics were his con 
na ise ientious devotion to duty and hie high conception of the duty ofa te the 
filir ! of such h ir ind s , s | judge, accompanied by a rare modesty and diffidence, which sometimes B ch 
lient and upon tl . . nisled those who little knew the depth of his learning and xnowledget hy hed 
Secor soli rr wi desi ) thdra f , nk that his judgment lacked strength. In fact, his judgments wer 
conduct i lor th ‘ vs, shoul ‘ ilarlv sound and stood the test of examination and discussion in the id 
: - " ; " preside 

to do so f the eon | appellate courts very well, and were seldom reversed, 

The committe. sider f e on the lines « ¢] ona | In reference to the judgment which stands in the list to be delivered 
alternative were assed. it would | means of securing ¢ ore | to-da relating to trading with the enemy) all must remember the great 
relief in all cases in w , re | rly entitled to decline to | interest that he took in the discussions and argument During the Mr. 
further, and to litigants the fu iards of their interests preparation of the judgment he rendered the most valuable assistance (ranthg 

The committee a rdingly recommend that the Rule Committee ml collected much of the material upon W hich the judgment about & of ill-he 
the High Court be re juested to tra ind pass a new 1! ile to the | be delivered rests He was unwearied in his efforts to make it @ jus Mr. ] 
following effect pronouncement of the law Only on the morning of his death he wrote Newark 


action or other proceeding instituted in the High Court shall be at I'o the bar he was always kindly and patient. He was ever courtedus : The . 
liberty to issue a summons out of the Division in which such action | ever ready to listen, and ever eager if he could to single out some young be the |] 
or proceeding has been entered, and serve the same upon the | member.of the bar for praise and for discrimination. He had a great Mr. | 
person or persons for whom he acts, calling upon him or them to | desire to see the unification of the maritime law of all nations, and # Queen hi 
shew cause why such solicitor should not be at liberty to cease to | Some extent a beginning fortunately was made in his lifetime. It was vw. G. 
«wt in such action or proceeding and to have his name removed | 4/80 his desire that there should be a unification of all the -commeraa honours 
from the record thereof, and such order shall be made on such | law of the various nations, and he had a great and lofty noeption Mr. H. 
application and be subject to such conditions as to the court or a | Which it is significant to chronicle at this moment, that all international lewis, 
judge may seem just, and shall direct the place at or the mode lisputes might in the future be settled by an international court Universi 
in which all subsequent proceedings shall be served or left on | justice, administering the principles of international law which have which ini 
behalf of the person or persons for whom such solicitor shal] | beem recognised by all civilised Powers, and carrying such we ght and 
cease to act until such person or persons have filed a notice in the | respect that no nation would desire to have recourse to war to enforce 
usual prescribed form, givitig the name and address of the solicitor | its claims. 
who will thereafter act for him or then As a man, all privileged to know our late colleague esteemed a 
espected him highly. Those who were nearest to his friendship bad 
the warmest respect for him. His was a most lovable temperamet Arrav 
« ; ° oni P generous, even chivalrous, so generous that at times he found it diffical VWavrice 
Germanys Violation of Treaties, | © believe that men could be mean in their views of life. He has It IMI Gay Ba 
, ' | a memory with ue that will not easily fade. Southern’ 
At the St Bride’s Institute, on the 14th inst., says the City Press, Mr. | ‘The Attorney-General said that the members of the bat ild wist he said 
W. H. Cnampness, solicitor, lectured before the City Tradesmen’s Club | tb be associated in the fullest degree with the ex pressior hich the sid Alfr 
, International Treaties and their Violation.”’” After lassifying | Lord Chief Justice had given to their feelings of comm grief an tinne to « 
more or less divetgent views of international law, he examined the | common loss Lord Justice Kennedy was a scholar, bearing a na frm of 1) 
theory, now reasserted by Germany, that necessity, especially military | revered by scholars, who never made parade of his scholarship. He™ Torquay 
necessity, justified the breaking of a treaty. That theory he found in ommercial lawyer who had done as much as any one of his time® d 
Ma hiavelli and again in the famous preface of Frederick the Great's | shew how the practical solution of practical problems was best attainet 
istory of his own State. The only rule followed by adherents to the | by the study and application of first principles. He was a judge whe 
principle was that the interest of one’s own State justified everything. | was willing to endure the reproach of long deliberation, and even hesita 
it was obvious that Germany intended all along to invade bota Luxem- | tion, rather than gain a reputation for brilliance or brevity by 
burg and Belgium. It was true that she had the bad example of other | regarding an argument which was opposed to his first impressions. 
States, which in the past had similarly disregarded solemn treaties as | was a jurist who by his work in maritime and international law hae Rowen 
scraps of paper vhen change of circumstances, or, in other words, | made a solid contribution on the Continent of Europe and i the 
military necessity made it desirable in their interests. Yet France had | American Republic to the fame of this country as the home of lege 
shown by the nature of her own preparations that she would not herself | science. And the bar warmly acknowledged his unvarying kindness’ 1 
have violated the treaties, and was indeed relying upon German honour | kindness which was not a pose adopted in order to avoid friction, 


Any solicitor who desires to wi aw from the conduct of an to me with reference to this very judgment, 


. 
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ritaim which proceeded from the depths of a nature which was always ready 
ales ad to accept arid to acknowledge help from any quarter, and which had a General. 
crests. real sympathy with the work of an advocate presenting the case of his 
ad cient. The memory of such a personality, so distinguished, so con At the Liverpool City Justices’ quarterly meeting this week the 
_— sientious, and so gracious, would long be gratefully preserved by the Brewers’ Association asked the authority not to impose any levy owing 
nserve her of England. . " to the war taxation and the diminution of profits. A resolution to 
d in mpose the full levy was proposed, but an amendment, submitted by Si 
on the Charles Petri iat for this year only one-fifth of the levy be asked for 
armour Law Students’ Journal was carried by 39 vo to 34 He pointed out that owing to the increase ; 
° in the price of be ve -working classes had been driven to drink spirits : 
2 Mr Travers-SmitH ScHoLaRsnip.—-At a meeting of the Council of the |” * ” a. . 
biel Law Society, held on the 18th ult., the scholarship to be awarded for ler the ence of eal { i Clave, a motor garag ; 
the year 1914 was, on the recommendation of the trustees of the will hime yst , ned £20 at Richmond on 
{ the late Joseph Travers-Smitl granted to Mr George Roddam \ ) } oring hr hy t } vit ‘ ful headlights i 
Angus, of Stanhope, o. Durham, wh vas ticled to Mr. George ristm ‘ ble said it en | yped the y ir tt i 
Walton Hodgson, of Stanhope. efendant fool nearly } d vou i defendant F 
i : ae é i lights t ul ; ' | d and relit ; 
Law Students’ Societies. , ere something like small sI he motorist 
Lord vho <i that t! his i tl ray t he thought 
yume University or London Law Srupvents’ Socrery At a meeting held | the lat ‘ justifiabl is it da ous to pedestrians : 
Lord on Tuesday, 19th January, 1915, at University College (Mr. R. F. Levy, | for m ¥ t ' 
president, in the chair), the subject for debate wae ‘“* That the protes trates Had 
Times son of barrister is an immoral one.’ Mr. P. A. Wood opened in the | the fine £10,000 
to pay affirmative, and Mr. H. P. Wells in the negative The president and . 
rd our the following members also spoke :—Messrs. C. F. Innis, E. M. Duke, Estate pre ly valued at £1,000,000 
oO wer §. Morrison, C. J. E. Hughes, F. Bradbury, G. R. Blake, O. W be bscertained Bay > Times, has been 
been Godwin, T. Francondi, W. C. Pycroft, and A. Carreras. The leaders | Raphael, of Connaught place, Hyde Park, ba 
ed from replied, and on the motion being put to the meeting it was lost by ly ith December 1S" ity-seven Phe ests uty On this provision 
aw aa utes to 5 valuation w ’ I to £200,000. as ompared \ £150,000 unde 
ee bin — al . F vis his year Ihe testator declares 
a a —- = —— ---— ‘ ring vote onsiderable sums to harit 
: L beneficent obj t iblic ite i fee illed 
= egal N ews. to | a jure t was further induced 
har is : make this ! he d that t law whereby coaritabl 
Her Appointments. ae : : ' . s | mpolitic and imeq — able 
a . Mr. Justice BANKES has been appointed to be a Lord Justice of Lord sStratt , w » 1el ) " \ ! he ! ( K ngdon valued at 
d afte Appeal in succession to the late Lord Justice Kennedy, The new Lord £4,051 ,402 te , of vats (Limited ~ 
<a Justice is one, though not the senior, of the five judges created in | esta is 1 du the y at Mr. Raphael's estat 
nlaved 1910. Born in 1854, he comes of it family w ith eminent legal traditions just co it ‘ md ‘ 9] \ h. in addition to the 
Soon His great grandfather was the first Lord Eldon, and his mother was | # estates, t was 0 : e exceeding one million, namely 
a a daughter of Sir John Jervis, Chief Justice of the Common Pleas. He at of Miss Emil o est House, Felling. Durham, 
ys was educated at Eton and at University College, Oxford, and was called | ‘ £1.079.780 
pan te the Bar by the Inner Temple in 1878. Before his elevation to the Cent ( ia ' . a 
ledea'’ Bench he had a large common law practice, and the experience which under | : ty nemy ' r the ius ud 
a. he had acquired at the Bar served him well in his judicial capacity 4 : \fy h . ai ai 
pnts went and was valued in the Railway Commission Court, where he used ti ee 7 7 3» Snes . gree Peas tert 
n in the preside. . ’ ; the : fendant to | i man of th ; pe ible standing inthe ©: 
one nm ard to t untry ‘ oT ! at nee an quest 
delivered Mr. Samvet Henry Emanvet has been appointed to be Recorder of f his having tried dece yur Go immer He did not thin} 
the great Chester, in place of the late Mr. C. A. S. Garland lefendant's letter to t oard ¢ rade was dishonest; nor did he 
ring the Mr. Georce BLarkiock has been ippointed to be Recorder of nk the deremiant : stility to this country or by 
ssi stance Grantham, in place of Mr. T. S. Soden, who has resigned on tne ground l of ite sa y t it was extremely likely 
about & of ill-health. = th é en ot ~lamation might have been 
dard re Mr. Pavi Ernest SANDLANDS has been appointed to be Recorder of | , foreign branch of a London 
he wi i Newark, in place of the late Mr. W. J. Noble, K.C - Se ety dapat nor jen art 
busi het { ‘ ( weriect On Tait 
ourtedus The Attorney General has ippointed M Tuomas Hexnine Parr to] Indeed. i } h . P { licw a the (sovernment 
me young be the Prosex uting Counsel to tae Post Office on the Western Circuit that business done br ‘ } t entre in London, should not be 
| a great Mr. W. H. Cuampness, solicitor, has been elected to represent | interfered with to th \ W necessary to interfere with it 
s, and to Queenhithe Ward on the City Board of Guardians, in succession to the | Therefore he thou , on the whole, that he could treat the defendant 
It was Rev. G. K S. Marshall. resigned Mr. Champness was first class as substantially not i ng committed an offence, although he considered 
mmerciat miours man and John Mackrill piizeman 1903 He was articled to | that the verdict we a valuable one in the publhe interes because it 
nce pts Mr. H. R. Lewis, nephew and former partner of the late Sir George | drew attention to what must not be done, and he hoped it would have 
ernationa Lewis. Having been trained in the Officers Training Corps of rm the effect of riveting public attention upon the necessity of rigidly 
court a Universit y of London, he is now organizing the Corps of Citizens, of | abstaining from any sort of intercours vith enemy territory He 
hich have which he is adjutant. : | ordered the defendant to pay a fine of 1s. and the costs of the prosecution 
ght am 





Darling If a collar and a half costs three-half pence laughter 
Mi Hewart What would be the harve for a pair of socks Laud 


The Globe takes the followu from the Law Courts Mr. Justice 
| 
| 


Changes in Partnerships. 


dship tel Dissolutions. laughter )} Which, says our contemporary, prompts the conundrum 
perament " ’ ; = ’ . . If it takes a judge and a h ull to make half a bad joke, how m ny j wives 
: aktavk Hincston Dymonp, Atrrep Gustavus Frinxpetsen, and | will it take to make a joke that isn’t half bad 
t difficut MavRice JvuLtian Tosswitt, solicitors (Dymond, Findeisen & Tosswill ‘ 
has jel a Office, Torquay, in the county of Devon, and 34. West 
ld wish @au a bom na 7 ss ot or - “ pel! "1 pencerne Herrinc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
rich the Aired Gustavas Findeisen end Mau s 7 lian 1 bone - in: tne | several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
grief and tinue to . . aurice Julan Fosswill will con- | that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro- 


— ae ry on the said business in partnership, under the style o1 perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices : 98 





~ Hew HM Torguay. ‘and ~~ — saat g — ill, at the said Cary Estate Office, | Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, S.W. Telephone: City 377; 
: time ti y; 04, West Southernhay, Exeter Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 
+ attained Everatr Hinp and James Burwiston, solicitors (Hind, Son. & 
dge whe rMiston) (,oole and Thorne. in the ounty of York. Sept mber 30 ne : a 
on hesila = vames Burniston will continue the practice in his own name The pul _ ee e sure of obtaining the genuine 
by dF mcessor of the late firm ; : 
( : Crazette, Ji ' | Oxford exhibited at Ideal Homes and 
ns. Ri , invary ) other exhibit lars hich may be obtained free from the 
law ODER I: OLIVER and Thomas Henry Corrrecp, solicitors (Pik: sole inventor ' nat , William Baker and Co.. Oxford 
nd in ber 31 & C field), 26, Old Burlington street, London, W Decem Avoid imitations, which, alt ugh similar in name and general appear 
e of leg _%. The said Thomas Henry Corfield will continu the said | ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
<indnem* » under the style or firm of Pike and Corfield. expensive. The Oxford”’ is only genuine when connected with the 


iction, bt (Gazette, January 19. name of Wittram Baker & Co.—[ADV1 
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Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 


Liwtrep tm Cmanorer. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan 15 
to send thei 


J. CAMEnoN & Sons, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 6, 
William 


names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Heory Armi.age, 9 Old Jewry chmbrs, liquidator. 

Justin Carvasse & Co, Lrp.—Creditors are requ'red,on or before Jan 20, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Johan Wilson, 68, Sumnerrd, Edgbaston, Birmingham, liquidator. 

Juoa (Ntomrta) fis AND Powgr Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on oy before April 16, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Edgar Protheroe Jones, Salisbury House, London Wall, liquidator. 

VEGETARIAN RESTAURANT Co, Lrp. (IN VoLUSTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Feb 26, to send their names and aldresses, and the parti- 
culars of their debts or claims, to Arnold Watson, 111 to 117, Corn Exchange bidgs, 
Manchester, liquidator 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 


London Gazette.—TURSDAY, Jan. 19. “ 


PARENT Co, L?D.—Oreditors are roquired, on or before Feb 
names and addresses, and tii particulars of their debts or 
Middlewich, Cheste’, liquidator. 

IMPROVED Baxwine Process, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 20, to 
send their names and addrewes, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
to Mr. George Patteson, 12 & 13, Nicholas In, |.quidator 

REDHILLS TIN Mistne Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, 


GENERAL ELRCTROLYTI 
10, to send their 
claims, to James Barron, 


on or before Feb 18, to send 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to “tasley 
Wickett, Station hill, Redruth, liquidator. 
TREDWOOD SYNDICATE, LirD.—Creditors are required, on or before April c to send 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their depts or claims, to Sidney 


Francis 8t. Jermain Steadman, 4, Suffolk st, Pall Mall East, 1iquidator. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazettle.—FRIDAY, Jan 15. 
Helshy Wireless Teleg aph Co, Ltd Eastern Financial and Engineering Syndi. 
Jones Bros, Tooting (1913), Ltd cate, Lt 


Allen Knight & Co, Ltd 
Justia Chevasse & Co, Ltd 
I rnest Martin & Co, Ltd, 
D G Syndicate, Ltd 
Colonial Dairy Co, Ltd 
Jan. 
Stuart, Ltd Newman's Successors, 
J. BH. Cleave, Ltd Gladmis, Ltd. 
British Empire Agency, Ltd Mexican Oriental Steamship Line 
Hedminster, Easton, Kingswood and Park- Equipments, Ltd. 

field Colliertes, Ltd \. and G. H. Edwards, Ltd 
Mossley Transport Co, Ltd Tred wood Syndicate, Ltd 
Phoenix Mines (Cornwall), Ltd, C. L. M,C, Syndicate, Ltd 


C Manudilen, Ltd 
Hammond Syudicate, Ltd 
Cincionati Lumber and Veneer Co, Ltd 
Greenford V.l'age Development Co, Ltd 


[UESDAY, 19. 





London Gazette 











Ltd 


Ltd 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, 


ALexanpea, JAMES DALI“0N, Cadogans, Feb 12 Dawes & Son, 
ALLEN, Kev RicHaRD WATSON, MVO, Edith rd, West Kensington 
& Stacey, Norfolk st, Strand 


Jan. 15. 
Birchin In 


Feb 25 Macdonald 


ASTLE, WiLilaM Gronck Devon, Bickley, Kent Feb 18 Travers & Co, Throz 
morton av 

BALCH, WILLIAM, Swindon, Wiits Feb 2 Townsend & Co, Swindon 

BARNSLEY, Capt ALAN, Bournemouth Febi6 Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 

BARRETT, Rev TUPNELL COWPER ALLISTON, Sandgate, Kent Feb 15 Morley & Co, 


Gresham House, Old Broad st 


BEVAN, MARY EMILiIA, Tanbridge Welle Feb 25 Cheale & Son, Tanbridge Wells 
haices, Joun, Le ds, Maltster Febis Piercy, Leeds 

Baunt, Josian, Hanley, Staffs Febi5 Wunthach, Hanley 

CarkitT, Taomas, Ardea, Dulwich, Merchant Mar 1 Sanderson & Co, Queen 


Victoria st 
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CHAPMAN, ALFRED Powe o Lynette av, Clapham Common Feb i2 Burton & i, manal 
C t P Bank chmbrs, Blackfriars rd asl 
our apers. CHAPMAN, WILLIAM Papwortn, Oakdale rd, Streatham, Company Director Fey J 
Robinson & Son, Lincoln's inn fields Bet Caraid Jevgiy 
i CHRISTIE, WILLIAM CHARLES, Cirencester Feb 28 Annear, 
Supreme Court of Judicature, CLIFTON, ELL®N CAMILLA MARY ANNE, Mannamead, Plymouth Feb 18 Hills & pene 
Queen Anne's gate, Westminster 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON CULLINGFORD. HANNAH SARAH, Hove, Susex Feb 28 Simpson & Co, Gracechureh st wa 
Date. Emencencr Appeal Court Mr. Justice tt. Justice Dove, Str Ros: RT GEORGE VIVIAN, Bt, Vaynol, Carnarvon Feb 28 Hasties, Lincolgs ime 
on Rots. Be. Jozes M —— DUXBURY, ALEXANDER, St Anne's on the Sea, Lancs Feb 15 Norton & Co, Leeds ms b 
Monday Jan. 25 Mr. Borrer Mr. Bloxam Mr. Farmer F. Synge East, Jessie Woop, Lytton grove, Putney Mar 1 Vandercom & Co, Bush In yueun 
Tuesday .... % Leach Jolly Synge Borrer EDWARDS, CHARLES EDWARD MUNRO, Dolgeily, JP and DL Feb20 Braikenridge ¢ D 
Wedneslay .. 27 Goldschmidt Greswell Bloxam Jolly Edwards, Bartlett's bidgs use. 
Thursday .... 28 Farmer Leach Goldschmidt Bloxam « Froceatt, Louisa, Beaumaris, Anglesea Mari Norton & Co, Liverpool Sregou 
Friday reese 2D Church horrer Leach Goldschmidt | (4riimex, Georok, W hitby, Yorks Feb 2s Woodwark & White. Whitby PArINe, 
Saturday .... 30 Synge Goldschmidt Church Farmer GwyeEr, Jous EDWARD, Argyll rd, Kensington Feb14 Wansey & Co, Moorgate st on 
F  Justic Mr. Mr. HAMILTON, ANNE ROBERTSON, Brighton Feb1 Peskett, Brighton 
Date. —— | ~ ol ea i ae — Handsworth, Birmingham Feb 15 Smith & Malines, Bir. a 
Monday Jan. 25 Mr. Greawell Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Leach Mr. Jolly HARGRATES, HENRY Lister, Oldham Mari Mellodew, Oldham 
Tuesday ...... 26 Church Bloxam Goldschmidt Greswell Hart, JOHN MENRY EUSTACE,Farm av, Streatham Feb15 Mecey, Drewstead 
Wednesday .. 27 Leach Farmer Church Borrer Streatham ’ 
Thursday o Borrer Church Greswell Synge HEAL, AMBROSE, Tottenham Courtrd Mar 1 Ford & Co, Bioomsbury s 
Friday .. = wy nge Greswell Jolly Farmer HENNIKER, JOHN GRANVILLE, Catcott, Somerset Feb 20 Russell & Co, Old Jewry 
Saturday . 0) Jolly Leach Borrer Bloxam chmbra ’ B 
HILL, Josep, Leigham Court rd, Streatham Marl Boodle & Co, Davies st, Ber. 
keley 84 





Hooper ANNE, Gunter gr, Chelsea Feb 25 Williams & Lyon, Fulham rd 

JENNINGS, WILLIAM UscaR, Carlisle mans, Victoria Feb 26 Wrensted & Co, Quen 
Victoria st 

Kitsoys, Jons WILLIAM, B-unswick st, 
Rutland & ¢ ‘rauford, Chancery In’ 

KNIGHT, Eiza Rouse BoUG HTON, Mary Knoll House, Hereford 
Co, Ludlow, Salop 

LAWSON, EDWIN AcavstTUs, Bootle, Lancs Mari Norton & Co, Liverpoo! 

Lees, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Farmer FebS Smith & Son, Liverpoo! 

MILLER, MARIA ANNA, Wallington, Surrey Feb 20 Marsden & Co, 
Cavendish sy 

PARKINSON, HERGERT FREDERICK CAVENDISH, Ryde,I of W 
Bioomsbury #4 

PerTers, Joun HARRis, St Agnes, Cornwall 

PHILLIPS, THOMAS JOHN, Studley rd, Clapham 
Blackfriars rd 

Prosser, WILLIAM DEVONSHIRE, Hove, Sussex Feb 2 





Blackwall, Composition Manufacturer Mar) 





Feb 20 W eymas & 






Henrietta @, 





Feb 28 Emmet & @ 






Feb 15 Hancock, Truro 
Feb 12 Burton & Son, 






Bank chmbn, 
Odhams, Ludgate hill 







bperbedeSedezist 




















RABY, HANNAN, Manchester Mar2 Katon, Manchester 
RATCLIFFS, EDWARD LIVINGSTONE, Haslemere, Surrey Feb 15 Barton, Bournemoa’h DOLE, S 4 
READ, JouN, Forest Gate, Essex, Jam Manufacturer Feb 26 Prestons, The Grove Jan4 
‘Stratford f 
REDFERN, JAMES SHAW, Bollington, ur Macc! esfield Feb 2) Hand, Macclestield Pet 
REDFERN, MARY, Bollington, nr Macc esfield, Chester Feb20 Hand, Macclesfield ‘ScLEBON, 
RICHARDSON, HENRY, Meriborough, Wilts Feb 12 Meyler, Frederick's pl Dealer 
RICHMOND, CATHERINE CHARLOTTE, Pembroke rd, Kensington Mar 4 Wilkins Ino, 
St. Helen's pl Derby 
toGeRS, HENRY EXELL, Shrewsbury, Salop,JP Feb28 GR&CE Wace, Shrewsbury hosts, Ros 
ROWAN, JAMES, Waterloo, Lancs Feb15 Ratesons & Co, Liverpool Wretha 





ANNABELLA, Bournemouth Feb12 Russell, Coleman st 
Chislehurst, Kent, Merchant Feb 27 Drake & Co, Rood In 
Feb 15 Double & Som, 


RUSSELL, 
SANDERSON, LESLIF, 
ScortT, WILLIAM, Sale st, Bethnal Green, Licensed Victualler 
Fore st 

SurruH, DANIEL, Kirtling, Cambridge, Builder Jan 30 Bendall & Sons, Newmarket 
SMITH, JULIAN MARTIN, Pall Mali Feb 11 Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury 
STANLEY, LAURA FRANCES, Rushall, Staffs Mar 13 Evans & Son, Walsall 
Stocks, Jouy, Oldham, Cotton Waste Dealer Feb 12 Fripp, Uldham 
Vernon & Shakespeare, 














Ollbury, @ 







SuTToN, ARCHER, West Bromwich Feb 26 
Birmingham 
TATHAM, STANLEY, Bournemouth Feb28 Draces & Attlee, Billiter sq 






TAYLOR, WALTER STRANGMAS, Ealing rd, Wembley, Middix Feb15 Taylor, Kingsmead 
Ealing rd, Wemb ey 









THompPson, Letitia, C \eltenham Feb20 Heath& Eckersall, Cheltenham 

TREMBATH. BENEDICT, Paul, Cornwall Feb13 Thomas, Penzance 

VANDERNOOT, SOLOMON, Stoke Newington rd Feb 12 Stikeman & Co, Leade 
hall st 

VINCENT, CHRISTOPHER WILLIAM, Perranuthnoe, Cornwall Feb 13 Thomas, Pe 
zance 

WARREN, JOSEPHINE MARTHA, Bridgnorth, Salop Feb 15 Slater & Co, Solicitors 

WEBBER-SMITH, JCLIA, Josephine av, Brixton Feb 15 Linklater & Co, 






Walbrook 
Wicks, Jounx, Middleton, Norfolk Feb 16 
WaLLIAMS, THOMAS JonuN, Colwya Bay, Denbigh 

bigh 
Wricut, George THOMAS GREEN, Dovercourt, Essex, 

Cooper, Southend oa Sea 
Yeates, HARRTETT ANN, Southampton 





Southwell & Dennis, Wisbech 
Feb 15 Parry-Jones & Co, De 











Quantity Surveyor Jai # 










Feb 24 Brain, Southampton 
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BURKE, JAMES, Sunderland, Grocer Feb13 Wolfe, Sunderland 
CAIRNCROSS, JOHN, Selkirk Feb 22 Tyler, Clement's inn 








CAREY, HENRY WILLIAM, Sydney, New South Wales Feb 22 Burnie, 
church st : 
CLARK, MATTHEW, Mansfield, Notts Feb27 Smith, Mansfield 






Feb 16 Duncan & Co, ie 





Coates, Jous Riopes, Great Crosby, or Liverpool 








pool 

CoLLins, Loursa, Hilsea, Hants Feb18 Way & Son, Portsmouth : 

CoLLs, EMILY, Oakdale rd, Streatham Feb15 Head & Hill, Raymond }ligs, Gry 
inn 

COOKE, CHARLES ARTHUR, Leigh on Sea, Jeweller Feb 14 Beecroilt, Leigh 
on Sea 

BROOKS, FRANCES ELINOR CORNWALL, Babbacombe, Devon Mari Shelton & (0, New 


ct, Lincoln's ina 

DAvyYs, Rev OWEN WILLIAM, MA, Wheathampstead, Herts 
Peterborough 

De RENZY, Sir ANNESLEY CHARLES CasTRIoT, KC 
Co, Laurence Pountney hill 

EuRLich Eomont, Pembridge mans, 
St Jamess 


val & 





Per 


Feb °0 






3, Park hill, Ealing Feb 23 Sam 






Feb 27 Cutler & Allingham, Dukes 
{ amberwel 


Moscow rd 















EVANS, EDWARD, Lisford st, Peckham, Builder Mari Dallimore & Co Sattan, 
New rd 

EVERETT, ROBERT, Great Stanmore, Middix Mar 1 - Sedgwick & Co, Watford 

FOTHERGILL, Major Henry, Hawkhurst, Kent Mar 2, Stevens & Drayton, Bood ¢ 
Walbrook 

Fox, Groner, Lathom rd, East Ham Feb 24 Kilsby & Co, High st, East Ham 

GoopMAN, JOHN Moore, Golder’s Green rd, ‘Shipping Agent Feb 27 ‘owing, 





bury pymt 
HARLE, JAMES, Walker, New 
Tyne 
Darip, Croxton, 






castle upon Tyne Mar8S Watson & Co, N¢ vcastle op 







HARPER, Stafford, Farmer Jan 3) Hand & Co, Stafford 























. 23. IQS. 
pees 











guansoN, SARAH, tenkeeper, Huddersfield Feb 15 Sykes, Huddersfield 
1 & ie gusuaw, DANIBL, Singleton, pr Poulton le Fylde, Lancs, Estate Agent Feb13 Ganlter, | 
Fed 5 ‘Fleetwo 






























































Jessins, ROGERT THOMAS, Holt, ur Trowbridge, Wi'te{Mar 3 T & AE Mace, Chipping 
Norton . i 
joussos, ALFRED EARLAM, Bickershaw Hal!, near Wigan April 15 Peace & Elli:, 


Walbrook 
| Rosson, Mary, Gateshead 


St Swithin’s In 


Wigan SHARMAN, EVELYN Tuxopors, Rothwell, Northampton, Bailder Mar i Bull, Ket- 
WILLIAM, Reigate Feb 24 Morrisons & Nightingale, Reigate terin 

LAMBERT, 3 SHARMAN, MARy ANN, Rothwell. Northampton Marl Bull, Kettering 

| SMER, Mary, Toppestield. Essex Feb 9 Smith, Halstead, Essex 
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PROBYN, CHARLOTTE LANGFIELD, Hove, Suss:x Mar 2 Stevens & Dra toa, Bond ct 


Maré Layne, Newcastle upon Tyne 


| ROTHWELL, SARAH, Radcliffe, Lancs Feb 27 
ROWLANDS, CRCILIA ANNE, Bath rd, Bedford pk, Middix Feh 28 Windybank & Co- 


Woodcock & Sons, Bury Lanes 


TAYLOR, SELINA, Shaw, Lancs Feb 2) Standring & Co, Rochdale 


Hicks & Co, King st 


VIOKERMAN, ARPAUR Hagny, Arkwright mans, Finchley rd, Stockbroker Feb 20 
WACHER, CHARLES FREDERICK, Herne Bay, Brewer Febié Pettiver & Pearkes, Col- 


Watson, CARRIE, Brockholes, Hudtersficld Febi? Ward & Hirst, Huddersfield 
Watts, Mary ANN, Hereford Fel1 Lioyd, Ludlow 


WELOH, JEssy, Ross rd, South Norwood hil] Feb 14 Barber & Son, St Swithin’'s In 








Amended Notice substituted for that publishe! in 
the London Gazette of Jan 5: 


OWEN, WILLIAM, Warrington, General Merchant War- 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


ARLINGTON, GEORGE HARWOOD ASTLEY, Alveston, Farmer 
Jan 19 at 12 The Unicorn Hotel, stratford on 


BANNER, JoesErsH, Coundon, Durham, Tailor Jan 1S at 


BARNES, WILLIAM JOHN, Kenilworth avy, Wimbledon 
Bankruptcy 
BROOKS, ALFRED, Blackburn, Wholesale Confectioner 
Jan 18 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Wiackley at, Preston 
DAVIES. THOMAS JONES, Penarth, Contractor Jan 20 at 3 
DEPLEDGE, SAMUEL, Kings on up Hull, License! Pilot 
Jan 19 at 12.30 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Low 


DIGGLE, SAMUEL, Radcliffe, Lancs, Butcher Jan 15 at 
HARMON, WALTER HENRY, Oxford, Furniture Dealer 


HOLLEBON, ARTHUR David Henry, Eastbourne, Furniture 
Dealer Jan 15 at 2.3) Off Rec, 124, Mariborough p!, 


LAMACRAFT, WILLIAM HENRY, Blackhill, Durha~, Druggist 
Jan 15at1l Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcast:e u,on 


yhe 
MAJEN DIE, JAMES HENRY ALEXANDER, Castle Hedingham 
Owen, WILLIAM, Warrington, General Merchaut Jan 15 


REEVE, AKTHUR HARRISON, West Bridgford, Notts, Coal 
Merchant Jan2latl2 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 
SHIFFERBLATT, PHILLIP, Goodge st Jan 15 at 11 Bank 


StMONDS, THOMAS, Herne Bay, Kent, Retired Meat 
Contractor Jan 15 at 10.30 Off Rec, 684, Castle st, 


SMITH, GEORGE, Kirkburton, Yorks, Greengrocer Jan 18 
at 3 Law 5 ciety’s Room, Imperial arcade, New et 
SMITH, JOHN JosErH, Oldham Jan 22 at 12 Off Ree, 


STANCLIFFE, SAM, Deiph, Yorks, Coal Dealer Jan 22 at 
THOMPSON, WALTER, and ALBERT THOMPSON, Batley, 
Yorks, Carting Agents Jan 18 at 11 Off Rec, Bank 


VENESS HENRY STEPHEN, snd HAROLD FINLAY, King” 
ston upon Hull, Confectioners Jan 19 at 11.50 Off 
Rec, York City. Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

Woor, WILLIAM ALFRED, Cheltenham, Spwts (Outfitter 
Jan 18 at 3.30 County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 











t 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BooTH, HoLpen, Liverpool, Draper Liverpool Pet Deo 7 
Ord Jan 4 

BOXALL, Epwarp THOMAS, Cornhill, Merchant High 
Court Pet Augi7 Ord Jan5 

BRINSFORD, WALTER JosErH, Cheltenham, Waiter Chel- 
tenhan Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 

Brown, Josep ALBERT, Burton on Trent, Fruiterer 
Birton on Trent PetJan5 Ord Jan5 

Buck, Joun, Chicele rd, Cricklewood, Builder High 
Court Pet June5 Ord Jan5 

DEASON, EDWARD, Windermere, Westmorland, Coach 
Builder Kendal Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 

DEPLEDGE, SAMUEL, Kirgston upon Hull, Licensed Pilot 
Kingston upon Hal Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 

DIGGLE, SAMUEL, Radcl ffe, Lancs, Butcher Bolton Pet 
Jan4 OrdJan 4 

Fereuson, Joun, Barrow in Furness. Preston Pet Dec 
lt Ord Jan 6 

FINLAY, HAROLD, Kingston upon Hall, Confectioner King 
ston upon Hull Pet Dec 18 Ord Jan 4 

HARDMAN, ABRAH‘M, Glyn-neath, Glam, Draper Neath 
Pet Novis Ord Jan 6 

HoLLEBOB, ARTHUR DAVID HENRY, Eastbourne, Furniture 
Dealer Eastbourne Pet Jan 56 Ord Janb 

HUM MEL, EDWARD JAMES, Long Eaton, Derby, Lacemaker 
Derby Pet Dec 14 Ord Jané4 

Jones, Ropgat EDWARD, Hengoed, nr Oswestry, Builder 
Wrexham PetJin! Ord Jan 1 

KINDEN, WILLIAM RICHARD, Rugby, Tailor 
Pet Jan 6 (rd Jan 6 

LLOYD, HENRY, Bishopston, Glam, Wheelwrig4t Swansea 
Pet Jan 6 Ord Jan 6 

MARSH, Joun Darniineton High Court Pet Oct 5 Ord 
Jan 6 

MostTYsS, HAROLD PLANTAGENET, South st, Thurloe sq 
High Court Pet Aug 2 Ord Jan 6 

OWEN, EDWARD, Martletwy, Pembroke, Farmer Pembroke 
Dock Pet Jan 6 Ord Jan 6 

REEVE, ARTHUR HARRISON, West Bridgfo-d, Notts, Coal 
Merchant Coventry Pet Dec9 Ord Jan 6 

RUSSELL, ERNEST WILLIAM, and Pancy RvusseLt, Kings- 
ton upon Hull, Cabinet Makers Kinzston upon Hull 
Pet Dec 16 Ord Jan 4 

SMITH, GRrORGE Kirkburton Yorks 
Huddersfield Pet Jan 4 Ord Jan 4 

SMITH, JOHN JosEPH, Oldham Oldham Pet Jan 6 Ord 
Jan 5 

STANCLIFFE, Sam, Delp), Yorks, Coal Dealer Oldham 
Pet Jan 4 Ord Jen 4 

THOMPSON, WALTER, and ALBERT THOMPSON, Batley, 
Yorks, Carting Agenis Dewsbury Pet Jan 4 Ord 
Jan 4 . 

Woop, Frank, Duley, Worcester, Farmer West Brom- 
wich Pet Jan 6 Ord Jan 6 


Covent ry 


Greengrocer 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


ANGELL, Joun, Charles st High Court Adjud Nov 17 
Annul Jan 6 


















FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


The | . ARTHUR C, New York, USA Feb15 Coward & Oo, Mincing In 
MACHILL, ELIZA BETH, Batley Carr, nr Dewsbury Febil Ridgway & Ridgway, Dews- 
i ‘ 
ye yeu, FRANCIS, Chidswell, nr Dowsbury, Farmer Feb 1 Ridgway & Ridgway, 
webu 
“= Fe ag Capt Francis, Aldershot Feb 26 Bennett & Ironside, Leicester 
, AMY SARAH, Greenhill, Harrow Feb15 Ruston & Co, Brentford lege hill 
name, JvLI0, Colombia Feb19 Maxwell & Dampney, Bishopsgate 
ste st , LAUMANN SAX8, Culverdea_rd, Balham, Accouotant Feb 26 Wilson & Deane, 
Bracknell, Berks 
nes, Bir. 
stead mi, 
. 
‘~ @ Bankruptcy Notices 
n. ‘ 
s at, Ber p 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 8. rington Pet Decl7 Ord Dec 31 
CO, Queen RECEIVING ORDERS. 
, juseros, Grornce HARwoop ASsTLEY, Alveston, 
- Warwick, Farmer Warwick Pet Decl) Ord Jan 1 
‘ pases, WILLIAM Jouy, Kenilworth av, Wimbledon 
= Park, Coach Builder High Court Pet Jan 6 Ord Avon 
6 
nen, Watrer JoserH, Cheltenham, Waiter 2.30 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 
rietta Cheltenham PetJan5 Ord Jan5 : 
wr pews, JoserH ALBERT, Burton on Trent, Fruiterer Park, Coach Builder Jan 18 at 12 
net & Ca, Barton on Trent PetJan5 Ord Jan 5 bidzs, Carey st 
(urecH, ALFRED JonHN, Tottenham, Wholesale Con- 
fectioner Edmonton Pet Dec10 Ord Jan 4 
k chmbrs fuss, EDWARD, Windermere, Westmorland, Coach 
; : Builder Kendal Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5__ Off Rec, 117, St Mary et, Cardiff 
il Derumpek, SAMUEL, Kingston upon Hull, Licensed Pilot 
: Kingston upon Hull PetJan4 Ord Jan 4 
nemoa'h Dusit, SAMUEL, Radcliffe, Lancs, Butcher Bolton Pet gate, Hull 
rhe Grove jan4 Ord Jan 4 ; 
Gronce R, Liverpool, Accountant Liverpool 11.30 Off Ree, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
sfield Bt Dec3 Ord Jan 5 2 — verels 
, Saigpos, ARTHUR DAVID HENRY, thourne, Furaiture , - ; ; 
esfield 1 Eastbourne Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 5 Jan 18at12 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 
Wilkinsoe tract, Eowarp James, Long Eaton, Derby, Lacemaker 
Daby Pet Decli Ord Jan 4 Brighton 
rewsbury Jew, Ropert Epwakp, Hengoed, nr Oswestry, Builder 
Wrexham and Llangollen Pet Jani Ord Jan 1 
it foes, Wintiam Ricuarp, Rugby, Tailor Coventry I 
ee OO PtJan 6 Ord Jan 6 ! 
™ Hever, Bis \opston, Glam, Wheelwright Swansea Ess:x (As previously Gazetted) 
, PetJan 6 Ord Jan 6 
— Jauns, Salford, Lancs, Builder Salford Pet Dec at3 Of Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Ord Jan 5 
: s, Epwanv, Martletwy, Pembroke, Farmer Pembroke 
idbury, @ Deke Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 6 
LATT, PHILLIP, Goodge st High Court Pet Dec ruptey bidgs, Carey st 
, i ® Ord Jan 4 
—= m,Grorc fe, Kirkburton, Yorks, Greengrocer Hudders- Canterbury 
fad Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 4 
Joux Joseen, Oldham Oldiam Pet Jan5 Ord 
Co, Lede 5 Huddersfield 
} Sam, Delph, Yorks, Coal Dealer Oldham 
homas, Pes MiJan4 Ord Jan 4 Greaves st, Oidham 
os, WALTER, and ALBERT THOMPSON, Batley, 
—— Yorks, Carting Agents Dewsbury Pet Jan4 Ord 11.80 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 
0, 4 
8, NK, Dudley, Worcester, Farmer West Brom- 
& Co, Dw eh Pet Jan 6 Ord Jan 6 chmbrs, Corpor ition st, Dewsbury 
ion Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
yor 7a the London Gazette of Jan 1: 
Anravr Harrison, West Bridgford, Notts, Coal 
t, Coventry Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec 30 
nie, 
& Co, Live 
jigs, Gray? 
it, Lee 
n & , Ne a 
yal & 
eb 23 Sart & 
zham, Dukes 
camberwdl 
tford 
ston, Boat @ 
st Ham 
i sing, 
cewcastle 










a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


BMOORGATE STREET, LONDON, 


LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have beem conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Clauses for insertion ia Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent oa 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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STEWARD, Epwarp Harpine, Brighton Brighton 
Aug 24 Annu! Jan 1 
Waaos, S81L48, jun, Strood, 

Jane 13 Annal Jan 4 


Kent Rochester Adjud 


London Gazetle.—TUESDAY, Jan. 12. 


RECEIVING ORDERS 


ABRAHAMS, IgaAc, Rashoroft rd, Brixton, Hos'er High 
Court Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan7 

BeRKOVSKY, DAVIS, Commereial rd East, Ladies Tailor 
High Coart Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan7 

CARTER, JouN, Littleover, Derby, Farmer 
Jan 7 Ord Jan 7 

FeLeen, M, St Mark's eq, Daisten, 
Pet Dec 9 


Ord Jan 

Gray, Groncs Henry, 
Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan 7 

Gagex, JouN WILLIAM, Portsmouth 
Jaa 7 Ord Jan 7 

HARDING, FREDERICK WILLIAM MATIHEW, Seaford, Sussex, 
Builder Lewes Pet Dec 18 Ord Jan 7 

litnperp, Witttam Epyey, Boscombs, Bournemouth 
tuteher Poole Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan 8 

HUTCHINGS, ALBERT ASIA, Ilford, Bssex, Builder 
ford Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan 7 

Invine, Joun, Willesborough, Kent 
Dec 2 Ori Jan 9 

Lopea, CHARLSS RICHARD, Parkstone, Dorset 
Jan & Ord Jan 8 

MALLAM PavUlL PaHttitrs, Wisbech, Cambridge, 
Master Kings Lynn Pet Jan 5 Ord Jan 8 

Mason, Jonun Henry, Pickering, Yorks, Grocer 
borough Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan 7 

NICOLLS, OLIVER HENRY ATKINS, Bath 
Ord Jan 8 

NORTHROP, ALEXANDER SAMURBL, Headingley, Leeds, Taxi 
Cab Proprietor Leeds Pet Jan 6 Ord Jan 6 

PAGE, ALICE SARAH, Lowestoft Great Yarmouth 
Jan 9 Ord Jan 9 

PAINE Hersert, Worthing, Engineer 
8 Ord Jan8 

PALMER, George RvusseLt, Ropley, Hants, General Sales 
man Winchester Pet Dec 2z Ord Janu 8 

Ro_re, Harry, Hurs', Berke, Nurseryman Reading Pet 
Jan 7 Ord Jan7 

C H Sextor & Co, Manchest-r, Manufacturers of Coloure) 
Goods Manchester Pet Vec 22 Ord Jan 8 

SMITH, CHARLES Henry, Matlock, Derby, Nurserym n 
Derby vet Jan7 Ord Jan 7 

Suirn, Trworny, Wither sea, Yorks, Grocer's Manager 
Kingston upon Hall 


Pet Jan 0 Ord Jan9 

HOMAS, SAMUEL FREDERICK, Box, Wilts, Farmer 
Pet Jan & Ord Jan 8 

TRANTER, ARTHUR, Droitwich, Worcester, Builder 
erster Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 5 

Wapswortn, Artuur, Lees, nr Oldham, Drug Store 
Proprietor Oldbam Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan 8 

WILSON, ALFRED *DWARD, Parkatone, Dorset, 
Pole PetJan7 Ord Jan7 

WRAY, RomUtus Pat., Bedford pk, Chiswick, Engineer 
High Ceurt PetJan7? Ord Jan7 


Pet 


Derby 


Furrier High Court 


Boston, Lincs, Baker Bostm 


Portsmouth Pet 


Chelms 
Canterbury Pet 
Poole Pet 
School 

Sear- 
Bath Pet Dec 23 
Put 


Brighton Pet Jan 


Bath 


Wor- 


Builder 


Amended Not ce substituted for that published 
in the London Gazette of Jan 5 


Iwickenham, law Student 


1914 Ord Jan 1 


MOHAMMAD ALI, 
tford Pet Feb 2, 


KHAN 
Bre 


FIRST MERTINGS. 

Tsaac, Rusheroft rd, Brixton, Hosier Jan 21 
atl2 Bankruntecy bidge, Carey st 

BRERKOVSKY, Davis, Commercial rd, Ladies 
Jan Zliat 1 Bankrupt y bidgs, Carey st 

Brows, Joserpm ALBERT, Burton on Trent, Fruiterer 
Jen @ at 11.30 Off Reo, 12, St. Peter's churchyard 
Derby 

Cnuurncn, ALFaRD JonN, High rd, Tottenham, Wholesak 
Confectioner Jan 21 at 11.3) 14, Bedford row 

FELBER, M, St, Mark's sq, Dalston, Furrier Jan 21 at 11 
Bankruntey bidgs, Carey st 

GoLpINnG, Groner Rosert, Liverpool, Accountant 
atll Of Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, 
Liver. pool 


ABRAHAMS 


Tailor 


Jan 20 
Dale st, 


Adjul | 


Harpino, Frepericx Wrri.uaM Martruew, Seaford, 
Susser, Builder Jan 20 at 2.30 Off Rec, 124, Marl- 
borough pl, Brighton 

HAYWARD, SIDNEY, Widcombe, Bath, Hawker 
11.30 Off Rec, 2¢, Baldwi st, Bristol 

itreperp. WILLIAM "DNEY, Boscombe, Bournemouth, 
Butcher Jan 21 at 11.80 Dorche-ter chmbra, Yelver- 
ton rd, Bournemouth 

Horcntses, ALBERT ASIA, Ilford, Essex, Builder Jan 21 
at12.30 14, Bedford row 

Jonua, Ropert EpwARD, Hengoed, near (Oswestry, Builder 
Jan *®ati2 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

KHAN, MOHAMMAD ALI, Twickenbam, Law Student Jan 
2latil 14, Bedford row 

Loper, CHARLES RICHARD. Parkstone, Dorset 
2.30 100, High st (first floor) Poole 

NORTHROP, ALEXANDER SAMURL, Headingley, Leeds, Taxi- 
eab Proprietor Jan 2) at 11 Off Rec, 24, Bend st, 
Leeda 

Owsx, EDWARD, Martletwy, Pembroke, Farmer Jan 20 
at 12.45 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

PALMER, GEORGE RUSSELL, Ropley, Bants, General Sales- 
man Jan 20 at 11 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, 
High st. Southampton 

Ro_re, Harry, Hurst, Berks, Nurseryman 
14, Bedford row 

RUSSELL, Exwest WILLIAM, and Percy Russe.., Kings 
ton upon Hull, Cabinet Makers Jan 20 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, York City Bank ehmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

(HORNLEY, NATHAN, Manchester, Chemist Jan 20 at 3 
Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 

Vickery, FRANK ARTHUR, and JoHN KNOWLES, Dover, 
Greengrocers Jan 20 at 10.30 Of Rec, 684, Castle st 
Canterbury 

WANSBROUGH, ARCHIBALD 
Tailor Jan 22 at 11 
honse st, Burnley 

WILSoN, ALFRED FpWARD, Parkstone, Dorset, 
Jan 21 at 3.30 100, High st (first floor), Poole 

Woop, Frank, Dudley, Worcester, Farmer Jan 20 at 
11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birming- 
ham 

WRAY, RoMULUS PAUL, Bedford Park, Chiswick, Enginee: 
Jan 2 at ll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Jan 20 at 


Jan 21 at 


Jan 21 at 12 


WILLIAM, Embsay, Yorks, 
County Court House, Bank- 


Builder 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
ABRAMAMS, ISAAC, Rushcroft rd, Brixton, Hosier High 
Court Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 7 
ANORRSON, JAMES ANDERSON, and 
ANDERSON, Greenwich, Kent, Confectioners 
wich Pet Sept 29 rd Jan 5 

Ber kovsky, Davis, Commere'al rd, Ladies’ Tailor 
Court Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan7 

CARTER, Joun, Littleover, Derby, Farmer Derby Pet Jan7 
Ord Jan 7 

CHURCH, ALFRED JOnN, High rd, Tottenham, Wholessle 
Confectioner Edmonton Pet DeciC Ord Jan 9 

Foaners, ALBERT Epwarp, Terminus pl, Victoria High 
Court Pet Nov 12 Ord Jan 7 

EVANS, GrirritH WILLIAM, Crouch End, 
High Court Pet Oct 2) Ord Jan 8 

FLASH, ALFRED MARKS, Salford, Lancs, Milliner Birken- 
head Pet Nov 13 Ord Jan 7 

GoLpIne, Grores Roperr, Liverpool 
pool Pet Dec3 Ord Jan & 

GRAY, GeorGe Henry, Boston, Lincs, Baker Boston 

Ord Jan 7 


FLORENCE MARY 
Green- 


High 


Fancy Draper 

Liver- 
Pet 
Retired Farmer 


Accountant 


Jan 7 

Greex, Joun~ WILLIAM, Portsmonth, 
Portsmouth Pet Jan? Or! Jan 7 

Gypron -Srrispury, Major A, Broad st pl 
Pet May 5 Ord Jan 7 

HARDY, ARTHUR FREDERICK, Holland Park rd, Kensing- 
ton, Theatrical Manager High Court Pet June 9 
Ord Jan 7 

HiBRERD, WILLIAM Ebner, , Boscombe, 
Butcher Poole PetJan 8 Ord Jan8 

KENNEDY, StoNBY HERBERT, Southampton, Boot Dealer 
and Draper Southampton Pet Nov19 Ord Jan7 

MALLAM, PAUL PHILLIPS, Wisbech, Cambridge, School 
master King's lynn Pet Jan8 Ord Jan8& 

Mason, Jonn Henry, Pickering, York*, Grocer Scar- 
borough Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan7 

NORTHROP, ALEXANDER SAMUEL, 
Taxicab Proprietor Leeds Pet Jané 


High Court 


Bournemouth, 


Headingley, Leeds, 
Ord Jan 6 





to its Diocesan Finance. 


Staffordshire Potteries. 





HOME MISSIONS. 


The ADDITIONAL CURATES SOCIETY provides assistant Clergy for 
the slums and poorer suburbs of large cities, and for minin 
towns; in doing so it acts as a CENTRAL AGENCY for conveying help 
to those parts of the country where pressure is greatest. 
of very real importance at the present moment. 

iven part to send help to those needy places which are beyond the border of the 
Jioeese in which they live, and therefore cannot be helped by their contribution 
In this way, the A.C.S. is giving great help to the 
populous poor districts of South Lortdon and “ London over the Border,” to the 
Colliery regions of South Wales, and to parishes in the Black Country and the 


A.C.8. Office: 14, GREAT SMITH STREET, LONDON, 5. W. 


and other industrial 


The Society’s work is 
It enables Churchpeople in any 











PaaR, ALICE SARAH, Lowestoft Great Yarmouth 
Jan 9 Ord Jan9 . 
Rote, Harry, Hurst, Berks, Nurseryman Resi 
Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan7 

Saver, Georck WILHELM, Holloway rd, laker Hig 
Court Pet Dees Ord Jan 8 

SHUTE, WILLIAM OspoRN, Liverpool rd, Holloway, Biggs 
forte Manufacturer High Court Pet Dec @ gy 
Jan 7 

Smite, CHARLES HENRY, Matlock, Derby, Nurserpmm 
Derby Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 7 

SuiTH, TrmMoTHY, Withernsea, Yorks, Grocers Manage 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 

THOMAS, SAMUERL FREDERICK, Box, Wilts, Farmer Bap 
Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan 8 

TRANTER, ARTHUR, Droitwich, Worcestshire, Bulli 
Worcester Pet Jan 5 Ord Jan5 : 

WapsworTH, ARTHUR, Lees. nr Oldham, Drag Sie 
Proprietor Oldham Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan § 

Wray, BRomutus Pavt, Bedford Park, Chisig 
Engine:r High Court PetJan7 Ord Jan7 


Amended notice substituted for that published ig 
the London Gazette of July 31 : 
MATTHEWS, FRANCIS Marquanp, Oxford st Hig 
Court Pet May 20 Ord July 29 
Amended notice substituted for that published is 
the London Gazette of Dec 15 


KYLUKOWSKY, HersHet, VFa'rfax rd, Hampstead High 
Court Pet Nov ll Ord Dec 12 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


DowLk, HENRY WILLIAM, Southbourne av, nr Emswort, 
Adjad Feba 


Sussex, Market Gardeeer Brighton 
Annul Jan 5 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gazette—Farpay, Jan. 15. 


ADAMSON, WILLIAM LAMB, Scarborough, Boot Repairs 
Searborough Pet Jan12 Ord Jan 12 ‘ 

ATKINSON, FREDERICK ERNEST, Liverpool, Tail.t Live 
}ool Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 13 

BARDSLEY, ERNEST, Manchester, Textile Merchant Ma- 
chester Pet Dec? Ord Jan 12 

BarkKkorr, J, Kyverdale rd, Stoke Newington, Pure 
High Court Pet Dec 16 Ord Jan 12 

BELGRAVE Boot AND SHoOEk SupPLY Co, Belgrave & 
Stepney, Boot Dealers High Court Pet Dec ll OW 
Jan 12 

Bairtoy, JosHvA, Barrow in Furness, Hatter Barrowh 
Furoess Pet Janill Ord Jan 11 

SULL, JOHN, & Sons, Bethnal Green rd, Boot Dealers Bi 
Conrt Pet Dec 19 Ord Jan 12 an 

Coop, CHARLES WILLIAM, Copthall ct High Court Be 
Dec 10 Ord Jan 12 

COULTON, HAROLD, Morecambe, Grocer Preston P@Ja 

13 Ord Jan 13 


EDWARDS, CHARLES PHILLIP, Butt Lane, Staffs, Bute 


Hanley Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan ll 

EELBECK, KaTE, Kingston upon Hull Kingston upmalw 
Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan ll 

FRANKLAND, JosePa Henry, Stakesby Vale, Wail 
Draper Stockton on Tees Pet Jan 11 Ord Jal 

FRY, THOMAS RICHARD, Exeter, Grocer Exeter Pet® 
9 Ord Jang 

Groves, JAMES FIELD, and REGINALD Fre.p Geom 
Bridlington, Nurserymen Scarborough Pet da! 
Ord Jan 13 

HAKRISON, FRANCIS, Middleton, Yorks, Tailor Ra 
borough PetJan12 ‘nd Jan 12 

JOHN, WILLIAM, and Joun Evans, Pendre, Kidwal, 
Carmarthenshire, Builders Carmarthen Pegda' 
Ord Jan 8 

Lege, THOMAS, Malvern, Printef’s Manager Wore” 
Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 

LONG, FRANCIS, Leeds, Engineer's Merchant Leeds ™ 
Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 

McKrowN, JoHN, and ANDREW McKerows, Bam, 
Provision Merchants Burnley Pet Jan it 
Jan 11 

MEAD, ARTHUR, Crowland, Lincolp, Farmer Pe‘ebam® 
Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 

MUNFORD, HARRY, Landport, Portsmouth, Cartage Car 
tractor Portsmouth Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 ; 

Newooms, V Ecax, Ratlani gt High Court PebDe’ 
Ord Jan 18 

NIESE, RUDOLPH CARL ALEXANDER, Nottingham, 1 
Nottingham Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan 11 

PARKINSON, Epowin, Moston, Manchester, Piumbet Me 
chester Pet Dec7 Ord Jan 11 

PERKINS, W G, Northumberland avy High Cout ™ 
Nov l2 Ord Jan 13 

PINKNEY, CHARLES, Great Driffield, Yorks, Sel 
Kingston-upoa-Hull Pet Jan li Ord Jan ll ! 

Rick, Gkorngr, Wakefield, Baker Wakefi-ld Pet 4 
Ord Jan 13 

SACKS, ABRAHAM, Salford, Licensed Broker Salford ™ 
Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 

SHENNAN, JOHN, Berwick upon Tweed, Motor Gat 
prietor Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Jan B 
Jan 12 

Spurr, Henry, Bingley, Yorks, Master Piastere® Bot 
ford Pet Jan12 Ord Jan 12 

WILLIAMS, WILLIAM JAMES, Tonyrefail, Glam, 

Pontypridd Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 


Amended notice substituted for that pul lished ia®™ 
London Gazette of Jan 12. 


SENIOR, CHARLES HOCKENAULL, Strettond, 
Mayuf cturer Manchester Pet Dec 22 One® 
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